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NUMBER  103 


TITLE  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

Part  6 — Exceptions  From  Competitive 
Service 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraphs  (3)  and 
(5)  of  paragraph  (c)  and  subparagraphs 
(13)  and  (19)  of  paragraph  (1)  of 
§  6.310  are  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.310  Department  of  the  Interior. 

*  *  * 

(c)  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  *  *  * 
(3)  One  Assistant  Director  for  Wild¬ 
life. 

***** 

(5)  One  Assistant  Director  for  Field 
Operations. 

***** 

(1)  Office  of  Territories.  *  *  * 

(13)  Director,  Alaska  Road  Commis¬ 
sion. 

*  *  »«  *  * 

(19)  Chief  Engineer,  Alaska  Public 
works. 

(R.  S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403;  5  U.  S.  C.  631, 
633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4184;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


Part  6 — Exceptions  From  Competitive 
Service 

FEDERAL  CIVIL  DEFENSE  ADMINISTRATION 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  paragraphs  (c)  and  (g) 
of  §  6.323  are  amended  as  set  out  below. 

§  6.323  Federal  Civil  Defense  Admin¬ 
istration.  *  *  * 

(c)  One  Assistant  Administrator,  Field 
and  Congressional  Relations;  one  As¬ 
sistant  Administrator,  Civil  Defense 
Planning  Staff;  one  Assistant  Adminis¬ 
trator,  Civil  Defense  Education  Services; 
one  Assistant  Administrator,  Civil  De¬ 
fense  Operations  Control  Service;  and 
one  Assistant  Administrator,  Civil  De¬ 
fense  Technical  Advisory  Service. 

*  *  *  *  • 


( g )  One  Secretary  to  the  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  Field  and  Congressional 
Relations. 

(R.  S.  1753,  sec.  2.  22  Stat.  403;  5  U.  S.  C.  631, 
633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Wm.  C.  Hull, 

Executive  Assistant. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4185;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


TITLE  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Navel  Orange  Reg.  88] 

Part  914 — Navel  Oranges  Grown  in 
Arizona  and  Designated  Part  of  Cal¬ 
ifornia 

LIMITATION  OF  HANDLING 

§  914.388  Navel  Orange  Regulation 
88 — (a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  14,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
914),  regulating  the  handling  of  navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  September 
22,  1953,  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
601  et  seq.),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the 
recommendation  and  information  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  Navel  Orange  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee,  established  under  the 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  handling  of  such  navel  oranges, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum- 
( Continued  on  next  page) 
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stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time ;  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  provisions  hereof  effective  not 
later  than  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  June  3, 
1956.  Shipments  of  all  navel  oranges, 
grown  in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of 
California,  are  presently  subject  to  reg¬ 
ulation  by  sizes  (Navel  Orange  Regula¬ 
tion  59,  20  F.  R.  8418;  and  Navel  Orange 
Regulation  64,  20  F.  R.  9151),  pursuant 
to  the  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order ;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  continued  regu¬ 
lation  in  the  manner  herein  provided 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  an  open  meeting  of  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  on 
May  17,  1956;  such  meeting  was  held  to 
consider  recommendations  for  regula¬ 
tion,  after  giving  due  notice  of  such 
meeting,  and  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  their 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  including  the  effective  time 
hereof,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee,  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Navel  oranges; 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here- 
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inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
all  such  oranges,  and  compliance  with 
this  section  will  not  require  any  special 
preparation  on  the  part  of  the  persons 
subject  thereto  which  cannot  be  com¬ 
pleted  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  Navel  Orange  Regula¬ 
tion  64  (§  914.364;  20  P.  R.  9151)  is  hereby 
terminated  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  June  3, 
1956. 

(2)  During  the  period  beginning  at 
12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  June  3,  1956,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  September 
30,  1956,  no  handler  shall  handle  any 
navel  oranges,  grown  in  District  1  or  Dis¬ 
trict  2,  which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than 
2.31  inches  in  diameter,  which  shall  be 
the  largest  measurement  at  a  right  angle 
to  a  straight  line  running  from  the  stem 
to  the  blossom  end  of  the  fruit:  Provided, 
That  not  to  exceed  5  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  oranges  contained  in  any  type  of 
container  may  measure  smaller  than  2.31 
inches  in  diameter. 

(3)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handle,” 
“handler,”  “District  1,”  and  “District  2,” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  May  24, 1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56—4211;  Piled,  May  25,  1958; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  70] 

Part  922 — Valencia  Oranges  Grown  in 
Arizona  and  Designated  Part  of 
California 

limitation  of  handling 

§  922.370  Valencia  Orange  Regula¬ 
tion  70 — (a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to 
Order  No.  22  (7  CFR  Part  922) ,  regulating 
the  handling  of  Valencia  oranges  grown 
in  Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  effective  March  31,  1954,  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  the  said  order, 
and  upon  other  available  information, 
it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
handling  of  such  Valencia  oranges,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  8.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 


of  the  act  Is  insufficient,  and  a  reason¬ 
able  time  is  permitted,  under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances,  for  preparation  for  such  ef¬ 
fective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee  held 
an  open  meeting  on  May  24,  1956, 
after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  con¬ 
sider  supply  and  market  conditions  for 
Valencia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regu¬ 
lation;  interested  persons  were  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  submit  information 
and  views  at  this  meeting;  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  information 
for  regulation  during  the  period  speci¬ 
fied  herein  was  promptly  submitted  to 
the  Department  after  such  meeting  was 
held;  the  provisions  of  this  section,  in¬ 
cluding  its  effective  time,  are  identical 
with  the  aforesaid  recommendation  of 
the  committee,  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  nec- 
ess£fry,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this  section 
effective  during  the  period  herein  speci¬ 
fied;  and  compliance  with  this  section 
will  not  require  any  special  preparation 
on  the  part  of  persons  subject  thereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and 
designated  part  of  California  which  may 
be  handled  during  the  period  beginning 
at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t..  May  27,  1956,  and 
ending  at  12 :01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  June  3, 1956, 
is  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  554,400  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  Valencia  oranges  handled  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall 
be  subject  to  any  size  restrictions  ap¬ 
plicable  thereto  which  have  heretofore 
been  issued  on  the  handling  of  such 
oranges  and  which  are  effective  during 
the  period  specified  herein. 

(3)  As  used  in  this  section,  "handled,” 
“handler,”  “District  1,”  “District  2,”  and 
“District  3,”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  order;  and  “carton” 
means  the  standard  one-half  orange, 
grapefruit  or  lemon  box  set  forth  as 
standard  container  number  58  in  section 
828.83,  as  amended,  of  .the  Agricultural 
Code  of  California. 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  8.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  May  25, 1956. 

[seal]  8.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4223;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

12:08  p.  m.] 


[Orange  Reg.  298] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  a::d 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

§  933.795  Orange  Regulation  298 — 
(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 


933),  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  committees  established  under  the 
aforesaid  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  available 
information,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  all  Florida 
oranges,  except  Temple  oranges,  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  thq  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that 
it  is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest  to  give  preliminary  no¬ 
tice,  engage  in  public  rule-making  pro¬ 
cedure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date 
of  this  section  until  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(60  Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.) 
because  the  time  intervening  between 
the  date  when  information  upon  which 
this  section  is  based  became  available 
and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient;  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  prepara¬ 
tion  for  such  effective  time;  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  the  provisions 
hereof  effective  not  later  than  May  28, 
1956.  Shipments  of  all  oranges,  except 
Temple  oranges,  grown  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  are  presently  subject  to  regula¬ 
tion  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  will  so  continue  until  May  28, 
1956;  the  recommendation  and  support¬ 
ing  information  for  continued  regulation 
subsequent  to  May  27,  1956,  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  an  open  meeting  of  the  Growers 
Administrative  Committee  on  May  22, 
1956,  such  meeting  was  held  to  consider 
recommendations  for  regulation,  after 
giving  due  notice  of  such  meeting,  and  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  their  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
including  the  effective  time  hereof,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  oranges;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for 
the  continued  regulation  of  the  han¬ 
dling  of  all  oranges,  except  Temple 
oranges,  and  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  persons  subject 
thereto  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period 
beginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t.,  May  28, 
1956,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
June  11,  1956,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(i)  Any  oranges,  except  Temple 
oranges,  grown  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
which  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S.  No.  1 
Russet; 

(ii)  Any  oranges,  except  Temple 
oranges,  grown  in  the  State  of  Florida, 
which  are  of  a  size  smaller  than  a  size 
that  will  pack  288  oranges,  packed  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  a 
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standard  pack,  in  a  standard  1%  bushel 
nailed  box ; 

(iii)  Any  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong,  or 
similar  late-maturing  oranges  of  the 
Valencia  type,  grown  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  that  grade  U.  S.  Fancy  or  U.  S. 
No.  1  Bright,  which  are  of  a  size  larger 
than  3*946  inches  in  diameter,  which  shall 
be  the  largest  measurement  at  a  right 
angle  to  a  straight  line  running  from  the 
stem  to  the  blossom  end  of  the  fruit,  ex¬ 
cept  that  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  oranges  larger  than  such  maxi¬ 
mum  diameter  shall  be  permitted,  which 
tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application 
of  tolerances,  specified  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Oranges 
and  Tangelos  (§§  51.1140  to  51.1186  of 
this  title;  20  F.  R.  7205) :  Provided,  That 
in  determining  the  percentage  of  oranges 
in  any  lot  which  are  larger  than  3*946 
inches  in  diameter,  such  percentage  shall 
be  based  only  on  those  oranges  in  such 
lot  which  are  of  a  size  394«  inches  in 
diameter  and  larger ;  or 

(iv)  Any  Valencia,  Lue  Gim  Gong,  or 
similar  late-maturing  oranges  of  the 
Valencia  type,  grown  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  that  grade  U.  S.  No.  1,  U.  S.  No. 
1  Golden,  U.  S.  No.  1  Bronze  or  U.  S.  No. 
1  Russet,  which  are  of  a  size  larger  than 
3946  inches  in  diameter,  which  shall  be 
the  largest  measurement  at  a  right  angle 
to  a  straight  line  running  from  the  stem 
to  the  blossom  end  of  the  fruit,  except 
that  a  tolerance  of  10  percent,  by  count, 
of  oranges  larger  than  such  maximum 
diameter  shall  be  permitted,  which 
tolerance  shall  be  applied  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  for  the  application 
of  tolerances,  specified  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Florida  Oranges 
and  Tangelos  (§§  51.1140  to  51.1186  of 
this  title;  20  F.  R.  7205) :  Provided,  That 
in  determining  the  percentage  of  oranges 
in  any  lot  which  are  larger  than  394r, 
inches  in  diameter,  such  percentage  shall 
be  based  only  on  those  oranges  in  such 
lot  which  are  of  a  size  3  inches  in 
diameter  and  larger. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  the  terms 
“handler,”  “ship,”  and  “Growers  Admin¬ 
istrative  Committee”  shall  each  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order;  and  the  terms  “U.  S.  Fancy,” 
“U.  S.  No.  1  Bright,”  “U.  S.  No.  1,”  “U.  S. 
No.  1  Golden,”  “U.  S.  No.  1  Bronze,” 
“U.  S.  No.  1  Russet,”  “standard  pack,” 
and  “standard  1%  bushel  nailed  box” 
shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  United  States  Standards  for 
Florida  Oranges  and  Tangelos  (§§51.- 
1140  to  51.1186  of  this  title;  20  F.  R. 
7205). 

Shipments  of  Temple  oranges,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  are  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Orange  Regulation  294 
(§  933.782,  21  F.  R.  2039). 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated;  May  23,  1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4182;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:52  a.  m.J 


[Grapefruit  Reg.  245] 

Part  933 — Oranges,  Grapefruit,  and 
Tangerines  Grown  in  Florida 

limitation  or  shipments 

§  933.796  Grapefruit  Regulation  245 — 
<a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  33,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
933) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  oranges, 
grapefruit,  and  tangerines  grown  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  effective  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.  S.  C.  601  et  seq.),  and 
upon  the  basis  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  committees  established  under  the 
aforesaid  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  and  upon  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  grapefruit,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule -making  proce¬ 
dure,  and  postpone  the  effective  date  of 
this  section  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  thereof  in  the  Federal  Register 
(60  Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  be¬ 
cause  the  time  intervening  between  the 
date  when  information  upon  which  this 
section  is  based  became  available  and  the 
time  when  this  section  must  become  ef¬ 
fective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  rea¬ 
sonable  time  is  permitted,  under  the 
circumstances,  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time ;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
not  later  than  May  28,  1956.  Ship¬ 
ments  of  grapefruit,  grown  in  the  State 
of  Florida,  are  presently  subject  to  regu¬ 
lation  by  grades  and  sizes,  pursuant  to 
the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  will  so  continue  until  May 
28,  1956;  the  recommendation  and 

supporting  information  for  continued 
regulation  subsequent  to  May  27,  1956, 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  De¬ 
partment  after  an  open  meeting  of  the 
Growers  Administrative  Committee  on 
May  22,  1956;  such  meeting  was  held 
to  consider  recommendations  for  regula¬ 
tion,  after  giving  due  notice  of  such 
meeting,  and  interested  persons  were  af¬ 
forded  an  opportunity  to  submit  their 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  including  the  effective  time 
hereof,  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee,  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  grapefruit;  it  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  so  as  to  provide  for  the 
continued  regulation  of  the  handling  of 
grapefruit,  and  compliance  with  this 
section  will  not  require  any  special  prep¬ 
aration  on  the  part  of  persons  subject 
thereto  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t..  May  28, 
1956,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  e.  s.  t., 
June  11,  1956,  no  handler  shall  ship: 


(i)  Any  white  seeded  grapefruit,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  not 
mature  and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S. 
No.  1  Bronze; 

(ii)  Any  white  seedless  grapefruit, 
grown  in  Regulation  Area  I,  which  are 
not  mature  and  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.S.No.2; 

(iii)  Any  white  seedless  ’  grapefruit, 
grown  in  Regulation  Area  II,  which  are 
not  mature  and  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.  S.  No.  2  Russet; 

(iv)  Any  pink  seeded  grapefruit,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  not 
mature  and  do  not  grade  at  least  U.  S. 
No.  2; 

(v)  Any  pink  seedless  grapefruit, 
grown  in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are 
not  mature  and  do  not  grade  at  least 
U.  S.  No.  2  Russet; 

(vi)  Any  seeded  grapefruit,  grown  in 
the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  of  a  size 
smaller  than  a  size  that  will  pack  80 
grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  in 
a  standard  nailed  box;  or 

(vii)  Any  seedless  grapefruit,  grown 
in  the  State  of  Florida,  which  are  of  a 
size  smaller  than  a  size  that  will  pack  112 
'grapefruit,  packed  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  a  standard  pack,  in 
a  standard  nailed  box. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handler,” 
“ship,”  “Growers  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,”  “Regulation  Area  I,”  and  “Regu¬ 
lation  Area  II”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order;  the 
terms  “U.  S.  No.  1  Bronze,”  “U.  S.  No.  2,” 
“U.  S.  No.  2  Russet,”  “standard  pack,” 
and  “standard  nailed  box”  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Florida 
Grapefruit  (§§  51.750  to  51.790  of  this 
title) ;  and  the  term  “mature”  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  set  forth  in  section 

601.16  Florida  Statutes,  Chapters  26492 
and  28090,  known  as  the  Florida  Citrus 
Code  of  1949,  as  supplemented  by  section 

601.17  (Chapters  25149  and  28090)  and 
also  by  section  601.18,  as  amended  on 
June  2, 1955  (Chapter  29760) . 

(Sec.  5,  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  May  23, 1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4181;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


[Lemon  Reg.  643] 

Part  953 — Lemons  Grown  in  California 
and  Arizona 

LIMITATION  OF  SHIPMENTS 

§  953.750  Lemon  Regulation  643 — (a) 
Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  53,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  953; 
20  F.  R.  8451),  regulating  the  handling 
of  lemons  grown  in  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  or  in  the  State  of  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.  S.  C. 
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601  et  seq.),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendation  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  the  quantity  of  such  lemons 
which  may  be  handled,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (60  Stat. 
237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001  et  seq.)  because  the 
time  intervening  between  the  date  when 
information  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  provisions  hereof  effective  as 
hereinafter  set  forth.  Shipments  of 
lemons,  grown  in  the  State  of  California 
or  in  the  State  of  Arizona,  are  currently 
subject  to  regulation  pursuant  to  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der;  the  recommendation  and  support¬ 
ing  information  for  regulation  during 
the  period  specified  herein  was  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  an 
open  meeting  of  the  Lemon  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  on  May  23,  1956, 
such  meeting  was  held,  after  giving  due 
notice  thereof  to  consider  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  regulation,  and  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  their  views  at  this  meeting;  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  hereinafter  specified:  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  section  will  not  require 
any  special  preparation  on  the  part  of 
persons  subject  thereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  thereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of 
lemons  grown  in  the  State  of  California 
or  in  the  State  of  Arizona  which  may 
be  handled  during  the  period  beginning 
at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t..  May  27,  1956,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.  m.,  P.  s.  t.,  June  3, 1956, 
is  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1 :  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  465,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  "District  2,”  and  “District 
3”  have  the  same  meaning  as  when 
used  in  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order;  and  “carton” 
means  the  standard  one-half  orange, 
grapefruit  or  lemon  box  set  forth  as 
standard  container  number  58  in  section 
828.83,  as  amended,  of  the  Agricultural 
Code  of  California. 


(Sec.  6,  49  Stat.  753.  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
608c) 

Dated:  May  24,  1956. 

[seal]  S.  R.  Smith, 

Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar - 
keting  Service. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-4210;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:53  a.  m.] 

TITLE  14 — CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Commerce 

Subchapter  A — Procedural  Regulations 
(Arndt.  1] 

Part  407 — Recordation  Procedures 

CANCELLATION  OF  PART 

On  June  15,  1955,  the  Administrator 
adopted  new  Parts  503  through  505, 
which  included  the  recordation  proce¬ 
dures  previously  found  in  Part  407  of 
the  regulations  of  the  Administrator. 
Therefore,  Part  407  is  no  longer  neces¬ 
sary  and  is  hereby  rescinded. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  501-503,  52 
Stat.  1005,  1006,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  O. 
521-523) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

[seal]  C.  J.  Lowen, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4142;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Amdt.  9] 

Part  600 — Designation  of  Civil  Airways 

ALTERATIONS 

The  civil  airway  alterations  appearing 
hereinafter  have  been  coordinated  with 
the  civil  operators  involved,  the  Army, 
the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force,  through  the 
Air  Coordinating  Committee,  Airspace 
Panel,  and  are  adopted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  when  indicated  in  order  to  promote 
safety.  Compliance  with  the  notice  pro¬ 
cedures,  and  effective  date  provisions  of 
section  4  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  would  be  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  public  interest  and  there¬ 
fore  is  not  required. 

Part  600  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  600.16  Green  civil  airway 
No.  6  ( Laredo ,  Tex.,  to  Norfolk,  Va .)  is 
amended  between  New  Orleans,  La.,  ra¬ 
dio  range  station  and  Bay  Minette,  Ala., 
nondirectional  radio  beacon  to  read; 
“New  Orleans,  La.,  radio  range  station 
via  the  Keesler  AFB,  Biloxi,  Miss.,  radio 
range  station;  Bay  Minette,  Ala.,  non¬ 
directional  radio  beacon;”. 

2.  Section  600.230  Red  civil  airway  No. 
30  (.Shreveport,  La.,  to  Jacksonville,  Fla.) 
is  amended  by  changing  the  portion  be¬ 
ginning  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  read: 
“From  the  New  Orleans,  La.,  radio  range 
station  via  the  intersection  of  the  north¬ 
east  course  of  the  Saufley  Field,  Pensa¬ 
cola,  Fla.  (Navy),  radio  range  and  the 


west  course  of  the  Pensacola,  Fla.,  radio 
range;  Whiting  Field,  Milton,  Fla. 
(Navy),  radio  range  station;  Crestview, 
Fla.,  radio  range  station,  excluding  the 
portion  below  2,000  feet  MSL  lying  within 
Pensacola  caution  area  C-488 ;  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  east  course  of  the  Crest- 
view,  Fla.,  radio  range  and  the  northwest 
course  of  the  Tallahassee,  Fla.,  radio 
range;  Tallahassee,  Fla.,  radio  range 
station  to  the  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  radio 
range  station,  excluding  the  portion 
above  19,000  feet  MSL  lying  within  the 
Tyndall  restricted  area  (R-336) ,  between 
sunset  and  sunrise.” 

3.  Section  600.274  is  added  to  read: 

§  600.274  Red  civil  airway  No.  74  ( New 
Orleans,  La.,  to  Bay  1  .nette,  Ala.) .  From 
the  intersection  of  the  east  course  of  the 
New  Orleans,  La.,  radio  range  with  a  line 
bearing  230°  True  from  the  Bay  Minette, 
Ala.,  nondirectional  radio  beacon  to  the 
Bay  Minette,  Ala.,  nondirectional  radio 
beacon. 

4.  Section  600.301  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.301  Red  civil  airway  No.  101 
( Biloxi ,  Miss.,  to  Pensacola,  Fla.) .  From 
the  Keesler  Air  Force  Base,  Biloxi,  Miss., 
radio  range  station  to  the  intersection 
of  the  southeast  course  of  the  Keesler 
AFB  radio  range  with  west  course  of  the 
Pensacola,  Fla.,  radio  range. 

5.  Section  600.310  is  added  to  read: 

§  600.310  Red  civil  airway  No.  110 
(Mobile,  Ala.,  to  Pensacola,  Fla.) .  From 
the  intersection  of  a  line  bearing  331° 
True  from  the  Brookley  Air  Force  Base, 
Mobile,  Ala.,  nondirectional  radio  beacon 
with  Green  civil  airway  No.  6  via  the 
Brookley  AFB  nondirectional  radio  bea¬ 
con  to  the  intersection  of  a  line  bearing 
151°  True  from  the  Brookley  AFB  non¬ 
directional  radio  beacon  with  the  west 
course  of  the  Pensacola,  Fla.,  radio 
range. 

6.  Section  600.659  Blue  civil  airway  No. 
59  ( Pensacola ,  Fla.,  to  Goodway,  Ala.) 
is  revoked. 

7.  Section  600.6022  VOR  civil  airway 
No.  22  (New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Jacksonville, 
Fla.)  is  amended  by  changing  all  before 
the  Crestview,  Fla.,  omnirange  station  to 
read:  “From  the  New  Orleans,  La.,  omni¬ 
range  station  via  the  Pensacola  (Sau¬ 
fley  Field),  Fla.,  omnirange  station;  in¬ 
tersection  of  the  Pensacola  (Saufley 
Field)  omnirange  039°  True  and  the 
Crestview  omnirange  260°  True  radials; 
Crestview,  Fla.,  omnirange  station;”  and 
by  adding  a  new  last  sentence  to  read: 
“The  portions  of  this  airway,  below  2000 
feet  above  mean  sea  level,  which  lie  with¬ 
in  the  Pensacola  Caution  Area  (0-488) 
are  excluded.” 

8.  Section  600.6240  is  added  to  read: 

§  600.6240  VOR  civil  airway  No.  240 
(Ship  Island,  Miss.,  to  Mobile,  Ala.). 
From  the  point  of  intersection  of  the 
New  Orleans,  La.,  omnirange  direct  ra¬ 
dial  to  the  Pensacola  (Saufley  Field), 
Fla.,  omnirange  station  and  the  Mobile 
omnirange  224°  True  radial  to  the  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala.,  omnirange  station.  < 

9.  Section  600.6241  is  added  to  read: 

§  600.6241  VOR  civil  airway  No.  241. 
(Unassigned.) 
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10.  Section  600.6242  is  added  to  read: 

§  600.6242  VOR  civil  airway  No.  242 
( Mobile ,  Ala.,  to  Magnolia  Springs,  Ala.) . 
From  the  Mobile,  Ala.,  omnirange  sta¬ 
tion  to  the  point  of  intersection  of  the 
Mobile  omnirange  134°  True  and  the 
New  Orleans,  La.,  omnirange  direct  ra¬ 
dial  to  the  Pensacola  (Saufley  Field), 
Fla.,  omnirange  station. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  amended:  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  302,  52  Stat. 
985,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  452) 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001  e.  s.  t.  July  1,  1956. 

[seal]  James  T.  Pyle, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-4143;  Filed,  May  25,  1956: 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[Arndt.  9] 

Part  601 — Designation  op  Control 

Areas,  Control  Zones,  and  Reporting 

Points 

alterations 

The  control  area,  control  zone  and 
reporting  point  alterations  appearing 
hereinafter  have  been  coordinated  with 
the  civil  operators  involved,  the  Army, 
the  Navy  and  the  Air  Force,  through  the 
Air  Coordinating  Committee,  Airspace 
Panel,  and  are  adopted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  when  indicated  in  order  to  promote 
safety.  Compliance  with  the  notice, 
procedures,  and  effective  date  provisions 
of  section  4  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  would  be  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  public  interest  and  therefore 
is  not  required. 

Part  601  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  601.274  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.274  Red  civil  airway  No.  74 
control  areas  ( New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Bay 
Minette,  Ala.).  All  of  Red  civil  airway 
No.  74. 

2.  Section  601.301  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.301  Red  civil  airway  No.  101 
control  areas  ( Biloxi ,  Miss.,  to  Pensa¬ 
cola,  Fla.).  All  of  Red  civil  Airway 
No.  101. 

3.  Section  601.310  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.310  Red  civil  airway  No.  110 
control  areas  ( Mobile ,  Ala.,  to  Pensa¬ 
cola,  Fla.).  All  of  Red  civil  airway 
No.  110. 

4.  Section  601.659  Blue  civil  airway 
No.  59  control  areas  (.Pensacola,  Fla.,  to 
Goodway,  Ala.)  is  revoked. 

5.  Section  601.1166  Control  area  ex¬ 
tension  (Mobile,  Ala.)  is  amended  by 
changing  the  words  which  read:  “Cau¬ 
tion  Area  C-146,”  to  read:  “Caution 
Area  C-488,”. 

6.  Section  601.1219  is  amended  to 
read: 

§  601.1219  Control  area  extension 
( Pensacola ,  Saufley  Field,  Ala.).  With¬ 
in  a  25-mile  radius  of  Saufley  Field, 
Pensacola,  Fla.,  excluding  the  portions 
which  overlap  Restricted  and  Warning 
Areas. 


7.  Section  601.1406  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.1406  Control  area  extension 
(Milton,  Fla.).  Within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  NAAS  Whiting  (North) ,  Milton,  Fla., 
and  within  5  miles  either  side  of  the 
northwest  course  of  the  Whiting  (Navy) 
radio  range  extending  from  the  radio 
range  station  to  a  point  12  miles  north¬ 
west. 

8.  Section  601.1407  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.1407  Control  area  extension 
(Crestview,  Fla.).  Within  5  miles  either 
side  of  the  292°  True  radial  of  the  Crest- 
view,  Fla.,  omnirange  extending  from 
the  omnirange  station  to  a  point  12  miles 
northwest. 

9.  Section  601.1984  Five  mile  radius 
zones  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
airport:  Pensacola,  Fla.:  Forrest  Sher¬ 
man  Field. 

10.  Section  601.4016  Green  civil  air¬ 
way  No.  6  (Laredo,  Tex.,  to  Norfolk,  Va.) 
is  amended  after  New  Orleans,  La.,  radio 
range  station  by  adding  the  following 
reporting  point:  “Keesler  AFB,  Biloxi, 
Miss.,  radio  range  station;”. 

11.  Section  601.4230  Red  civil  airway 
No.  30  (Shreveport,  La.,  to  Jacksonville, 
Fla.)  is  amended  between  Baton  Rouge, 
La.,  and  Crestview,  Fla.,  radio  range  sta¬ 
tions  by  deleting  the  following  reporting 
point:  “Keesler  AFB,  Biloxi,  Miss.,  radio 
range  station;”  and  by  adding  the  fol¬ 
lowing  reporting  points:  “the  intersec¬ 
tion  of  the  east  course  of  the  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  radio  range  and  the  south¬ 
west  course  of  the  Keesler  AFB,  Biloxi, 
Miss.,  radio  range;  the  intersection  of 
the  west  course  of  the  Pensacola,  Fla., 
radio  range  and  the  northeast  course  of 
the  Saufley  Field  (Navy)  radio  range;”. 

12.  Section  601.4274  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.4274  Red  civil  airway  No.  74 
(New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Bay  Minette,  Ala.). 
No  reporting  point  designation. 

13.  Section  601.4301  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.4301  Red  civil  airway  No.  101 
( Biloxi ,  Miss.,  to  Pensacola,  Fla.).  No 
reporting  point  designation. 

14.  Section  601.4310  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.4310  Red  civil  airway  No.  110 
(Mobile,  Ala.,  to  Pensacola,  Fla.) .  Brook- 
ley  AFB,  Mobile,  Ala.,  nondirectional 
radio  beacon. 

15.  Section  601.4659  Blue  civil  airway 
No.  59  (Pensacola,  Ala.,  to  Goodway, 
Ala.)  is  revoked. 

16.  Section  601.6240  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.6240  VOR  civil  airway  No.  240 
control  areas  (Ship  Island,  Miss.,  to  Mo¬ 
bile,  Ala.).  All  of  VOR  civil  airway  No. 
240. 

17.  Section  601.6241  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.6241  VOR  civil  airway  No.  241 
control  areas.  (Unassigned.) 

18.  Section  601.6242  is  added  to  read: 

§  601.6242  VOR  civil  airway  No.  242 
control  areas  (Mobile,  Ala.,  to  Magnolia 
Springs,  Ala.).  All  of  VOR  civil  airway 
No.  242. 

19.  Section  601.7001  VOR  Domestic  re¬ 
porting  points  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  reporting  points: 


Pensacola  (Saufley  Field),  Fla.,  omnirange 
station. 

Dog  Intersection:  The  intersection  of  the 
New  Orleans,  La.,  omnirange  078°  True  and 
the  Mobile,  Ala.,  omnirange  224°  True  radials. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  601,  52  Stat. 
1007,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  551). 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001  e.  s.  t..  July  1,  1956. 

[seal]  James  T.  Pyle, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4144;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:46  a.  m.J 


TITLE  1 5 — COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  V — Weather  Bureau, 
Department  of  Commerce 

Part  503 — Schedule  of  Charges  for 
Services 

Insofar  as  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act  may  be  applicable:  Because  of 
the  nature  of  this  notice,  I  find,  for  good 
cause  shown,  that  it  would  be  im¬ 
practicable  and  unnecessary,  and  no 
good  reason  would  be  served  to  give 
preliminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure  or  postpone  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  thereof. 

The  effective  date  of  these  charges  is 
February  20,  1956. 

I  503.1  Charges  for  services  ajid  pub¬ 
lications — (a)  Services. 


(1)  Prints,  black  and  white,  enlarge¬ 

ments  from  microfilm  (when 
microfilm  has  been  previously 
prepared) : 

8  by  10  or  smaller _ _ _ $0.  22 

_  11  by  14  or  larger _ _  .35 

(2)  Prints,  photocopy: 

11  by  14  or  smaller _ _  .  35 

Larger  than  11  by  14 _  .  55 

(3)  Prints,  contact  (on  positive  paper 

for  use  as  photolithographic 
copy) : 

11  by  14 _  2.  50 

20  by  24 _ _ _  3.  50 

30  by  40 _  5.  00 

(4)  Microfilm: 


Negative  film  (1  or  2  pages  to 
exposure  on  panchromatic 
contrast  film)  : 

Per  frame  or  exposure: 

35  millimeter _ _  .  05 

16  millimeter _ _ _  .  04 

Positive  film  (when  negtive  is 
of  uniform  density) : 

35  millimeter  (per  foot) _ .  .10 

16  millimeter  (per  foot) _ _  .08 

Aniline  dye  (when  negative  is 
of  uniform  density) : 

35  millimeter  (per  foot)  .04 

16  millimeter  (per  foot) _ _  .03 

Metal  spool  and  box  (for  35  or 

16  millimeter  microfilm) _  .  35 

(5)  Photographs: 

Negatives : 

11  by  14  (1  negative  11  by 

14  or  smaller) _  1.  50 

14  by  17 _ _  i.  00 

18  by  22 _ ; _  3.50 

40  by  40 _  5.00 

Copy  negatives : 

Contact  prints,  single  weight, 
matte  paper:  8  by  10  or 

smaller _ _  .  50 

Contact  prints,  single  weight, 
matte  paper:  8  by  10  (1 
print  8  by  10  or  smaller) _  .50 
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(5)  Photographs — Continued 

Enlargements: 

5  by  7 _ $0.45 

8  by  10 _  .60 

11  by  14_ _ 1.00 

(6)  Lantern  slides: 

Slide,  including  negative _ _  1. 75 

Slide  only  <when  negatives  are 

available) _  .75 

(7)  Ozalid  prints  (up  to  44  inches 

wide)  per  square  toot _  .07 

(8)  Thermofax  copies  or  direct  con¬ 

tact  prints: 

8I/2.  by  11 _ _ _  .  10 

Larger  than  Qi/2  by  11  (per 
square  foot) _  .  15 

(9)  Reproduction  of  punched  cards, 

basic  charge  for  straight  run  in¬ 
volving  no  selection,  per  thou¬ 
sand,  f.  o.  b.  duplication  point..  3.  00 


An  additional  charge  will  be 
made  for  costs  of  selection  of 
cards  for  reproduction,  depending 
on  the  amount  of  selection  re¬ 
quired.  Shipment  of  punched 
cards  will  be  made  shipping 
charges  collect. 

(10)  Tabulating  machine  listings: 

WBAN  form  22  (formerly  WB 
form  1114) . 

Winds  aloft  summary  form. 

WBAN  form  33  (formerly  WB 
Form  1173). 

Summary  of  constant  pressure 
data. 

During  current  processing,  per 

sheet _ _  .  10 

(11)  Time  spent  by  field  station  em¬ 

ployees  in  performing  the  fol¬ 
lowing  services  will  be  at  the 
rate  of  $2.25  per  hour  if  serv¬ 
ices  are  performed  during 
normal  working  hours,  or  at 
the  rate  of  $3.00  per  hour  if 
it  is  necessary  to  perfrom  the 
service  on  an  overtime  basis. 

(i)  Hand  transcription  of  official 

meteorological  records. 

(ii)  Searching  map  or  record  files 

to  assemble  material. 

(iii)  Unbinding  and  reassembling 

bound  volumes  of  maps  or 
records  preparatory  to  mak¬ 
ing  ozalid,  photostats,  or 
other  reproductions. 

Rates  for  the  above  services  per¬ 
formed  at  the  National  Weather 
Records  Center,  Asheville,  N.  C., 
will  be  on  the  basis  of  actual  cost 
for  services  rendered. 

(b)  Publications.  With  respect  to 
publications  of  the  Bureau,  the  basis  or 
charges  is  contained  in  Department  uf 
Commerce  Administrative  Order  No.  59, 
the  pertinent  provision  of  which  is  con¬ 
tained  in  §  1.2  of  this  title  (21  P.  R.  1848) . 
Charges  will  not  be  made  when  the  pub¬ 
lication  is  furnished  to  an  individual  or 
agency  that  cooperates  with  the  Bureau 
in  such  a  way  as  to  minimize  costs  of 
dissemination  to  the  public,  otherwise 
incurred.  The  Weather  Bureau  Price 
List  is  reissued  from  time  to  time,  as 
changes  warrant. 

(56  Stat.  1067,  sec.  501,  65  Stat.  290;  5  U.  S.  C. 
606, 140) 

P.  W.  Reichelderfer, 

Chief, 

Weather  Bureau. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4166;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.l 


TITLE  16— COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  6376] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

PUGET  SOUND  SALMON  CANNERS,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Combining  or  conspiring: 

§  13.430  To  enhance,  maintain  or  unify 
prices;  §  13.475  To  restrict  cdmpetition 
in  buying. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  l  Cease  and  desist  order,  Puget 
Sound  Salmon  Canners,  Inc.  (Seattle,  Wash.), 
et  al..  Docket  6376,  May  8, 1956] 

In  the  Matter  of  Puget  Sound  Salmon 
Canners,  Inc.,  a  Corporation,  Its  Offi¬ 
cers,  -Directors,  and  Members;  and 
Alaska  Packers  Association,  American 
Packing  Company,  Burk  Canning 
Company,  Iric.,  Jay  F.  Carroll,  Doing 
Business  as  Anacortes  Canning  Com¬ 
pany,  Columbia  River  Packers  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Inc.,  Dressel-Collins  Fish 
Company,  Farwest  Fishermen,  Inc., 
Fishermen's  Packing  Corporation,  Fri¬ 
day  Harbor  Canning  Company,  New 
England  Fish  Company,  Pacific  Ameri¬ 
can  Fisheries,  Inc.,  Sebastian-Stuart 
Fish  Company,  Washington  Fish  and 
Oyster  Company,  Inc.,  and  Whiz  Fish 
Products  Company,  Individually  and  as 
Members  of  Puget  Sound  Salmon  Can¬ 
ners,  Inc.;  Purse  Seine  Vessel  Owners 
Association,  Its  Officers,  Directors,  and 
Members;  and  Local  No.  3,  Fishermen 
&  Allied  Workers  Division,  Interna¬ 
tional  Longshoremen  &  Warehouse¬ 
men’s  Union 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  pn  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission — charging  a  trade  associa¬ 
tion  of  canners  of  salmon  caught  in 
Puget  Sound  and  adjacent  areas  (total 
pack  of  which  in  1952  had  an  estimated 
value  of  about  $12,000,000)  and  its  mem¬ 
bers,  along  with  an  organization  of  own¬ 
ers  of  some  60  percent  of  the  Purse  Seine 
vessels  engaged  in  fishing  for  salmon  in 
that  area,  and  a  union  of  salmon  fisher¬ 
men,  including  those  on  such  vessels, 
with  collectively  controlling  the  prices  at 
which  the  raw  salmon  was  purchased  and 
sold  by  means  of  agreements  between  and 
among  themselves — and  an  agreement 
for  entry  of  a  consent  order  between  13 
of  the  corporate  canner  respondents  and 
counsel  supporting  the  complaint. 

On  this  basis,  the  hearing  examiner 
made  his  initial  decision  and  order  to 
cease  and  desist  which  became,  on  May 
8,  1956,  the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Alaska 
Packers  Association,  American  Packing 
Company,  Burk  Canning  Company,  Inc., 
Columbia  River  Packers  Association, 
Inc.,  Dressel-Collins  Fish  Company,  Far- 
west  Fishermen,  Inc.,  Fishermen’s  Pack¬ 
ing  Corporation,  Friday  Harbor  Canning 
CompanyNNew  England  Fish  Company, 


Pacific  American  Fisheries,  Inc.,  Sebas¬ 
tian-Stuart  Fish  Company,  Washington 
Fish  and  Oyster  Company,  Inc.,  and 
Whiz  Fish  Products  Company,  Inc.,  who 
shall  be  deemed  herein  to  be  parties  re¬ 
spondent,  their  respective  officers,  agents, 
representatives  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  de¬ 
vice,  in  connection  with  the  purchase,  or 
offering  to  purchase,  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  of  raw  or  fresh 
salmon  caught  in  the  fishing  area  of 
Puget  Sound,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from  entering  into,  continuing,  co¬ 
operating  in  or  carrying  out  any  planned 
common  and  concerted  course  of  action, 
understanding  or  agreement  between 
any  two  or  more  of  said  respondents,  or 
between  any  one  or  more  of  said  respond¬ 
ents  and  others  not  parties  hereto,  to  do 
or  perform  any  of  the  following  acts: 

1.  Entering  into  or  carrying  out,  or  at¬ 
tempting  to  enter  into  or  carry  out  any 
“salmon  agreement”  as  defined  and  ex¬ 
plained  in  the  complaint  herein,  or  any 
other  contract,  agreement  or  under¬ 
standing  having  the  same  or  similar  pro¬ 
visions  ; 

2.  Fixing,  establishing,  adopting,  main¬ 
taining  or  adhering  to,  or  attempting  to 
fix,  establish,  adopt,  maintain  or  cause 
adherence  to,  by  any  means  or  method 
any  price  at  which  raw  or  fresh  salmon 
is  to  be  purchased  or  sold ; 

3.  Jointly  or  collectively  negotiating, 
bargaining  or  agreeing  by  any  means  or 
method  as  to  the  price  or  prices  at  which 
said  raw  or  fresh  salmon  is  proposed  to 
be,  or  is,  purchased  or  sold ; 

4.  Authorizing  or  empowering  any  as¬ 
sociation,  group,  corporation,  or  union 
to  negotiate,  bargain  or  agree  as  to  the 
prices  to  be  paid  in  the  purchase  or  sale 
of  any  such  raw  or  fresh  salmon; 

Provided,  however.  That  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  be  construed  or 
interpreted  as  preventing  or  prohibiting 
any  respondent  named  herein,  individu¬ 
ally,  from  purchasing  or  selling,  or  bar¬ 
gaining  for  the  purchase  or  sale  of  such 
salmon  with  any  boat  owner,  boat  cap¬ 
tain,  or  any  other  single  seller  or  buyer. 

Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein 
contained  shall  prevent  any  association 
of  bona  fide  salmon  fishermen,  acting 
pursuant  to  or  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Fisheries  Cooperative 
Marketing  Act  (15  U.  S.  C.  A.  sections 
521  and  522)  from  performing  any  of 
the  acts  and  practices  permitted  by  said 
act;  and 

Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein 
contained  shall  be  deemed  to  prohibit 
one  or  more  of  the  respondents  herein 
from  entering  into  or  continuing  a  bona 
fide  partnership,  joint  operation,  or  ven¬ 
ture,  or  consolidation,  for  the  purpose  of 
operating  one  or  more  canneries  and  in 
which  the  prices  of  raw  salmon  are  de¬ 
termined  by  said  partnership,  joint  op¬ 
eration  or  venture,  or  consolidation,  and 
where  such  determination  is  under  the 
contract  establishing  such  partnership, 
joint  operation,  or  venture  or  consolida¬ 
tion,  binding  upon  all  members  thereof. 
This  proviso  shall  not  be  construed  as 
either  an  approval  or  disapproval  of  any 
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specific  partnership,  joint  operation,  or 
venture,  or  consolidation,  nor  as  permit¬ 
ting  any  such  partnership,  joint  opera¬ 
tion,  or  venture,  or  consolidation,  to  be 
continued  or  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
or  with  the  effect,  directly  or  indirectly, 
of  rendering  ineffective  or  unenforce¬ 
able  the  inhibitions  of  this  order  and 
the  purposes  thereof. 

Provided  further.  That  if  the  pending 
proceeding  against  respondents  Purse 
Seine  Vessel  Owners  Association  and  . 
Local  No.  3,  Fishermen  &  Allied  Workers 
Division,  International  Longshoremen  & 
Warehousemen’s  Union  is  finally  termi¬ 
nated  in  any  manner  except  by  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  order  to  cease  and  desist, 
either  (a)  by  consent,  or  (b)  by  final 
order  of  the  Commission  not  subject  to 
further  review,  or  (c)  by  order  of  the 
Commission,  which,  although  subject  to 
further  review,  continues  effective,  re¬ 
quiring  said  respondents  Union  and  Boat 
Owners  Association  to  cease  and  desist 
from  the  same  or  similar  acts  or  prac¬ 
tices  provided  by  the  order  contained 
herein,  then  this  order  shall  terminate 
and  cease  to  be  of  any  effect. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Alaska 
Packers  Association,  American  Packing 
Company,  Burk  Canning  Company,  Inc., 
Columbia  River  Packers  Association,  Inc., 
Dressel-Collins  Fish  Company,  Farwest 
Fishermen,  Inc.,  Fishermen’s  Packing 
Corporation,  Friday  Harbor  Canning 
Company,  New  England  Fish  Company, 
Pacific  American  Fisheries,  Inc.,  Sebas- 
tian-Stuart  Fish  Company,  Washington 
Fish  and  Oyster  Company,  Inc.,  and 
Whiz  Fish  Products  Company,  Inc.,  shall 
within  sixty  (60)  days  after  service  upon 
them  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  a  report  in  writing  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in  which 
they  have  complied  with  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  May  8, 1956. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  56-4177;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.J 


[Docket  6500] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

WESTERN  STAR  MILL  CO.  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Using,  selling,  or  supplying 
lottery  devices:  §  13.2475  Devices  for 
lottery  selling. 

(Sec.  6, 38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.  S.  C.  45)  (Cease  and  desist  order, 
Western  Star  Mill  Co.  (Salina,  Kans.)  et  al., 
Docket  6500,  May  10.  1956] 

In  the  Matter  of  Western  Star  Mill  Co., 
a  Corporation,  and  John  J.  Vanier,  and 
Robert  H.  Adams,  Individually,  and 
as  Officers  of  Western  Star  Mill  Co* 
and  L.  P.  McCarty,  an  Individual 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 


Commission — charging  a  corporate  flour 
mill  and  its  officers,  with  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  at  Salina,  Kansas,  and  a  wholesale 
grocery  dealer  of  Tupelo,  Mississippi, 
with  furnishing  to  retail  dealers  and 
other  purchasers  of  their  flour,  devices 
and  merchandising  plans  involving  the 
operation  of  a  lottery  scheme  in  that 
purchasers  of  a  bag  of  respondents’  flour 
who  by  chance  Selected  either  of  two 
lucky  numbers  on  a  push  card  received 
an  additional  25 -pound  bag  of  flour, 
which  was  thus  awarded  wholly  by  lot  or 
chance — and  an  agreement  between  the 
parties  providing  for  entry  of  a  consent 
order. 

On  this  basis,  the  hearing  examiner 
made  his  initial  decision  and  order  to 
cease  and  desist  which  became,  on  May 
10,  1956,  the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows : 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  West¬ 
ern  Star  Mill  Co.,  a  corporation,  and 
John  J.  Vanier  and  Robert  H.  Adams, 
individually  and  as  officers  of  Western 
Star  Mill  Co.,  and  respondent  L.  P.  Mc¬ 
Carty,  an  individual,  their  representa¬ 
tives,  agents  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device  in 
connection  with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale 
and  distribution  of  flour  or  any  other 
merchandise  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Using  any  sales  promotion  plan  or 
scheme  whereby  purchasers  of  their  said 
products  are  entitled  to  participate  in 
the  award  of  flour  or  other  prizes,  the 
winners  of  which  are  determined  by  the 
use  of  push  card,  pull  cards,  or  any  other 
lottery  devices. 

2.  Selling  or  otherwise  disposing  of 
any  merchandise  through  the  use  of,  or 
by  means  of,  a  game  of  chance,  gift  en¬ 
terprise  or  lottery  scheme. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  52  ] 

Canned  Apricots1 
v.  s.  standards  for  grades 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  revision  of  the  United  States 
Standards  for  Grades  of  Canned  Apri¬ 
cots,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of 
1946  (60  Stat.  1087  et  seq.,  as  amended; 
7  U.  S.  C.  1621  et  seq.).  This  revision, 
if  made  effective,  will  be  the  fourth  issue 
by  the  Department  of  grade  standards 
for  this  product. 


‘Compliance  with  the  provisions  of  these 
standards  shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 


It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  May  10,  1956. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4176;  Filed,  May  25.  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


TITLE  37— PATENTS,  TRADE¬ 
MARKS,  AND  COPYRIGHTS 

Chapter  I — Patent  Office,  Department 
of  Commerce 

Part  6 — Classification  of  Goods  and 
Services  Under  the  Trademark  Act 

SCHEDULE  FOR  COLLECTIVE  MEMBERSHIP 
MARKS 

The  following  amendment  is  made  to 
take  effect  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Section  6.3,  reading  as  follows,  is 
added : 

§  6.3  Schedule  for  collective  member  - 
ship  marks.  All  collective  membership 
marks  are  classified  as  follows: 

Class  and,  Title 
200;  Collective  Membership. 

(Sec.  41,  60  Stat.  440;  15  U.-S.  C.  1123.  In¬ 
terprets  or  applies  sec.  30,  60  Stat.  436;  15 
U.  S.  C.  1112) 

[seal]  Robert  C.  Watson, 

Commissioner  of  Patents. 

Approved: 

Sinclair  Weeks, 

Secretary  of  Commerce. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4167;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  revision  should  file  the  same  with 
the  Chief,  Processed  Products  Standard¬ 
ization  and  Inspection  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service,  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C.  not 
later  than  December  31, 1956. 

The  proposed  revision  is  as  follows: 

PRODUCT  DESCRIPTION,  STYLES,  AND  GRADES 

Sec. 

52.2641  Product  description. 

52.2642  Styles  of  canned  apricots. 

52.2643  Grades  of  canned  apricots. 

52.2644  Grades  of  canned  “solid-pack”  apri¬ 

cots. 

* 

LIQUID  MEDIA,  FILL  OF  CONTAINER,  AND 
DRAINED  WEIGHTS 

52.2645  Liquid  media  and  Brlx  measure¬ 

ments  for  canned  apricots. 

52.2646  Fill  of  container  for  canned  apricots. 
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Sec. 

52.2647  Recommended  fill  of  container  for 

canned  “dietetic”  and  "solid- 
pack”  apricots. 

52.2648  Recommended  minimum  drained 

weights  for  canned  apricots. 

52.2649  Compliance  with  recommended 

drained  weights. 

FACTORS  OF  QUALITY 

52.2650  Ascertaining  the  grade. 

52.2651  Ascertaining  the  rating  for  the  fac¬ 

tors  which  are  scored. 

52.2652  Color. 

52.2653  Uniformity  of  size  and  symmetry. 

52.2654  Absence  of  defects. 

52.2655  Character. 

LOT  CERTIFICATION  TOLERANCES 

52.2656  Tolerances  for  certification  of  offi¬ 

cially  drawn  samples. 

SCORE  SHEET 

52.2657  Score  sheet  for  canned  apricots. 

Authority:  §§  52.2641-52.2657  issued  under 
sec.  205,  60  Stat.  1090,  as  amended;  7  U.  S.  C. 
1624. 

PRODUCT  DESCRIPTION,  STYLES,  AND  GRADES 

§  52.2641  Product  description — (a) 
Canned  apricots.  “Canned  apricots” 
means  “canned  apricots”  as  such  prod¬ 
uct  is  defined  in  the  standard  of  identity 
for  canned  apricots  (21  CFR  27.10)  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act.  For  the  purposes  of 
the  standards  in  this  subpart,  and  unless 
the  text  indicates  otherwise,  the  terms 
“canned  apricots”  include  “canned  apri¬ 
cots”  as  defined  in  the  aforesaid  standard 
of  identity,  canned  “solid-pack”  apricots, 
canned  “dietetic”  apricots,  and  canned 
“spiced”  apricots. 

(b)  Canned  “ solid-pack ”  apricots. 
For  the  purposes  of  the  standards  in  this 
subpart,  canned  apricots  when  referred 
to  as  “canned  ‘solid-pack’  apricots” 
means  prepared  apricots  packed  with¬ 
out  a  liquid  packing  medium,  with  or 
without  a  dry  nutritive  sweetening  in¬ 
gredient  added,  and  sufficiently  proc¬ 
essed  by  heat  to  assure  preservation  of 
the  product  in  hermetically  sealed  con¬ 
tainers.  “Solid-pack”  apricots  to  which 
a  dry  nutritive  sweetening  ingredient  has 
been  added  are  considered  “sweetened.” 

(c)  Canned  “dietetic”  apricots.  For 
the  purposes  of  the  standards  in  this  sub¬ 
part,  canned  apricots  when  referred  to 

•  as  “canned  ‘dietetic’  apricots”  means 
canned  apricots  without  nutritive  sweet¬ 
ening  ingredient (s)  added  and  declared 
for  dietary  use,  or  with  artificial  sweeten¬ 
ing  ingredient(s)  added,  or  with  any 
other  ingredient(s)  permissible  for  die¬ 
tary  use  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

§  52.2642  Styles  of  canned  apricots. 

(a)  “Unpeeled  halves”  or  “Unpeeled 
halved”  canned  apricots  are  unpeeled 
and  pitted  apricots  cut  approximately 
in  half  along  the  suture  from  stem  to 
apex. 

(b)  “Peeled  halves”  or  “Peeled  halved” 
canned  apricots  are  peeled  and  pitted 
apricots  cut  approximately  in  half  along 
the  suture  from  stem  to  apex. 

(c)  “Unpeeled  slices”  or  “Unpeeled 
sliced”  canned  apricots  are  unpeeled  and 
pitted  apricots  cut  into  thin  sectors  or 

-  strips. 
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(d)  “Unpeeled  whole”  canned  apricots 
are  unpeeled,  unpitted,  whole  apricots 
with  or  without  stems  removed. 

(e)  “Peeled  whole”  canned  apricots 
are  peeled,  unpitted,  whole  apricots  with 
stems  removed. 

(f)  “Unpeeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregu¬ 
lar  sizes  and  shapes”  are  cut  units  of 
canned  unpeeled  apricots  that  are  pre¬ 
dominantly  irregular  in  size  and  shape 
which  do  not  conform  to  a  single  style 
of  unpeeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  or 
unpeeled  whole  canned  apricots  or  which 
are  a  mixture  of  two  or  more  of  such 
styles. 

(g)  “Peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular 
sizes  and  shapes”  are  cut  units  of  canned 
peeled  apricots  that  are  predominantly 
irregular  in  size  and  shape  which  do  not 
conform  to  a  single  style  of  peeled  halves 
or  peeled  whole  canned  apricots  or  which 
are  a  mixture  of  such  styles. 

§  52.2643  Grades  of  canned  apricots. 
(a)  “U.  S.  Grade  A”  or  “U.  S.  Fancy”  is 
the  quality  of  unpeeled  or  peeled  halves, 
unpeeled  slices,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
whole  canned  apricots  that  possess  simi¬ 
lar  varietal  characteristics;  that  possess 
a  normal  flavor  and  odor,  that  possess  a 
good  color,  that  are  practically  uniform 
in  size  and  symmetry  for  the  applicable 
style,  that  are  practically  free  from  de¬ 
fects,  that  posoess  a  good  character,  and 
that  for  those  factors  which  are  scored 
in  accordance  with  the  scoring  system 
outlined  in  this  subpart  the  total  score  is 
not  less  thar.  90  points:  Provided,  That 
unpeeled  or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled 
slices,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole 
canned  apricots  may  possess  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  color  that  scores  not  less  than 
17  points,  may  be  reasonably  uniform 
in  size  and  symmetry  for  the  applicable 
style  except  for  limits  for  off-suture  cuts 
in  unpeeled  halves,  and  may  possess  a 
reasonably  good  character,  if  the  total 
score  is  not  less  than  90  points. 

(b)  “U.  S.  Grade  B”  or  “U.  S.  Choice” 
is  the  quality  of  unpeeled  or  peeled 
halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled  or 
peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  possess  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  possess  a 
normal  flavor  and  odor,  that  possess  a 
reasonably  good  color,  that  are  reason¬ 
ably  uniform  in  size  and  symmetry  for 
the  applicable  style,  that  are  reasonably 
free  from  defects,  that  possess  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  character,  and  that  for  those 
factors  which  are  scored  in  accordance 
with  the  scoring  system  outlined  in  this 
subpart  the  total  score  is  not  less  than 
80  points:  Provided,  That  unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
whole  canned  apricots  may  be  fairly  uni¬ 
form  in  size  and  symmetry  except  for 
limits  for  off-suture  cuts  in  unpeeled 
halves,  if  the  total  score  is  not  less  than 
80  points. 

(c)  “U.  S.  Grade  C”  or  “U.  S.  Stand¬ 
ard”  is  the  quality  of  unpeeled  or  peeled 
halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled  or 
peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  possess  similar 
varietal  characteristics;  that  possess  a 
normal  flavor  and  odor,  that  possess  a 


fairly  good  color,  that  are  fairly  uniform 
in  size  and  symmetry  for  the  applicable 
style,  that  are  fairly  free  from  defects, 
that  possess  a  fairly  good  character,  and 
that  for  those  factors  which  are  scored 
in  accordance  with  the  scoring  system 
outlined  in  this  subpart  the  total  score 
is  not  less  than  70  points. 

(d)  “U.  S.  Grade  D”  is  the  quality  of 
unpeeled  or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled 
slices,  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole,  or  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular 
sizes  and  shapes  of  canned  apricots  that 
may  possess  dissimilar  varietal  charac¬ 
teristics;  that  possess  a  normal  flavor 
and  odor,  that  possess  a  fairly  good  color, 
that  may  vary  in  size  and  symmetry  for 
the  applicable  style,  that  are  fairly  free 
from  defects  except  for  crushed  and 
broken  units  in  the  styles  of  halves  or 
whole  style,  that  possess  a  noticeable 
variability  in  character,  and  that  for 
those  factors  which  are  scored  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  scoring  system  out¬ 
lined  in  this  subpart  the  total  score  is 
not  less  than  60  points.  Canned  apri¬ 
cots  of  this  grade  may  or  may  not  meet 
the  minimum  standard  or  quality  for 
canned  apricots  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

(e)  “Substandard”  is  the  quality  of 
canned  apricots  that  fail  to  meet  the  ap¬ 
plicable  requirements  of  U.  S.  Grade  C 
or  U.  S.  Standard  or  of  U.  S.  Grade  D 
and  is  the  quality  of  canned  apricots 
that  may  or  may  not  meet  the  minimum 
standard  of  quality  for  canned  apricots 
issued  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

§  52.2644  Grades  of  canned  “ solid- 
pack ”  apricots,  (a)  “U.  S.  Grade  C 
Solid-Pack”  or  “U.  S.  Standard  Solid- 
Pack”  is  the  quality  of  unpeeled  or  peeled 
halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled  or 
peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled  mixed 
pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes  of 
canned  “solid-pack”  apricots  that  pos¬ 
sess  a  normal  flavor  and  odor ;  that  pos¬ 
sess  a  fairly  good  color  for  canned 
“solid-pack”  apricots,  that  are  fairly 
free  from  defects  for  canned  “solid- 
pack”  apricots,  that  possess  a  fairly  good 
character  for  canned  “solid-pack”  apri¬ 
cots,  and  that  for  those  factors  which 
are  scored  in  accordance  with  the  scor¬ 
ing  system  outlined  in  this  subpart  score 
not  less  than  70  points. 

<b)  “U.  S.  Grade  D  Solid-Pack”  is  the 
quality  of  unpeeled  or  peeled  halves,  un¬ 
peeled  slices,  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole, 
or  unpeeled  or  peeled  mixed  pieces  of 
irregular  sizes  and  shapes  of  canned 
“solid-pack”  apricots  that  possess  a  nor¬ 
mal  flavor  and  odor ;  that  possess  a 
fairly  good  color  for  canned  “solid-pack” 
apricots,  that  are  fairly  free  from  de¬ 
fects  for  canned  “solid-pack”  apricots 
except  for  blemished  units,  that  possess 
a  noticeable  variability  in  character  for 
canned  “solid-pack”  apricots,  and  that 
for  those  factors  which  are  scored  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  scoring  system  out¬ 
lined  in  this  subpart  score  not  less  than 
60  points. 

(c)  “Substandard  Solid-Pack”  is  the 
quality  of  unpeeled  or  peeled  halves,  un¬ 
peeled  slices,  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole, 
or  unpeeled  or  peeled  mixed  pieces  of 
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FACTORS  OF  QUALITY 

§  52.2650  Ascertaining  the  grade — 
(a)  General.  In  addition  to  considering 
other  requirements  outlined  in  the  stand¬ 
ards  the  following  quality  factors  are 
evaluated : 

(1)  Factors  not  rated  by  score  points 
in  canned  apricots  other  than  canned 
“solid-pack”  apricots,  (i)  Varietal  char¬ 
acteristics. 

(ii)  Flavor  and  odor. 

(2)  Factors  not  rated  by  score  points 
in  canned  “solid-pack”  apricots,  (i) 
Flavor  and  odor. 

(3)  Factors  rated  by  score  points  in 
canned  apricots.  The  relative  impor¬ 
tance  of  each  factor  which  is  scored  is 
expressed  numerically  on  the  scale  of 
100.  The  maximum  number  of  points 
that  may  be  given  such  factors  are: 

Points 


(i)  Color . 20 

(ii)  Uniformity  of  size  and  sym¬ 
metry _ 20 

(iii)  Absence  of  defects _  30 

(iv)  Character _  30 


Total  score _ _  100 


(b)  Definition  of  flavor  and  odor. 
“Normal  flavor  and  odor”  means  that  the 
canned  apricots  are  free  from  objection¬ 
able  flavors  and  objectionable  odors  of 
any  kind. 

§  52.2651  Ascertaining  the  rating  for 
the  factors  which  are  scored.  The  es¬ 
sential  variations  within  each  factor 
which  is  scored  are  so  described  that  the 
value  may  be  ascertained  for  each  factor 
and  expressed  numerically.  The  nu¬ 
merical  range  within  each  factor  which 
is  scored  is  inclusive  (for  example,  “18  to 
20  points”  means  18,  19,  or  20  points) . 

§  52.2652  Color — (a)  General.  (1) 
The  color  of  canned  apricots  other  than 
canned  “spiced”  apricots  refers  to  the 
characteristic  color  of  the  outer  surfaces 
of  the  units;  and  the  varying  degrees  of 
“pale  yellow  areas”,  “light  greenish-yel¬ 
low  areas”,  and  “light  green  areas”,  refer 
to  the  outer  surfaces  of  either  peeled  or 
unpeeled  units. 

(2)  The  factor  of  color  for  canned 
“spiced”  apricots  is  not  based  on  any  de¬ 
tailed  requirement  and  is  not  scored  but 
the  color  shall  be  normal  for  canned 
“spiced”  apricots ;  the  other  three  factors 
(uniformity  of  size  and  symmetry,  ab¬ 
sence  of  defects,  and  character  as  ap¬ 
plicable)  are  scored  and  the  total  is  mul¬ 
tiplied  by  100  and  divided  by  80,  dropping 
any  fractions  to  determine  the  total 
score. 

(b)  (.4)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  possess  a  good 
color  may  be  given  a  score  of  18  to  20 
points.  Unpeeled  or  peeled  mixed  pieces 
of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes  of  canned 
apricots  that  score  18  to  20  points  shall 
not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  B  or 
U.  S.  Choice,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  partial  limiting 
rule).  “Good  color”  means  that  the 
canned  apricots  possess  a  typical  color 
characteristic  of  well-matured  apricots 
which  color  is  practically  uniform;  that 
the  canned  apricots  are  free  from  brown 


color  due  to  oxidation,  improper  proc¬ 
essing,  or  other  causes  ;  and  that,  in  ad¬ 
dition,  has  the  following  meanings  for 
the  respective  styles: 

(1)  Unpeeled  or  peeled  halves;  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole.  All  of  the  units 
may  possess  pale  yellow  areas  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  one-fourth  on  a  unit;  not  more 
than  a  total  of  5  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  units  or  1  unit  may  possess  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  color  including  pale  yellow 
areas  exceeding  one-fourth  but  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  one-half  on  a  unit  or  may 
possess  light  greenish-yellow  areas  not 
exceeding  one-fourth  on  a  unit ;  but  none 
of  the  units  may  possess  a  fairly  good 
color  including  pale  yellow  areas  ex¬ 
ceeding  one-half  on  a  unit  or  light 
greenish-yellow  areas  exceeding  one- 
fourth  on  a  unit  or  light  green  areas 
on  a  unit. 

(2)  Unpeeled  slices;  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes.  Not  more  than  5  percent,  by 
weight,  of  the  drained  fruit  may  possess  a 
reasonably  good  color  or  may  consist  of 
units  that  possess  predominating  pale 
yellow  or  light  greenish-yellow  areas 
and  none  of  the  units  may  possess  a 
fairly  good  color  including  predominat¬ 
ing  light  green  areas. 

(c)  ( B )  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  possess  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  color  may  be  given  a  score  of 
16  or  17  points.  Unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  fall  into  this 
classification  or  other  styles  that  score 
16  points  shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S. 
Grade  B  or  U.  S.  Choice,  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  par¬ 
tial  limiting  rule).  “Reasonably  good 
color”  means  that  the  canned  apricots 
possess  a  typical  color  characteristic  of 
reasonably  well-matured  apricots  which 
color  is  reasonably  uniform;  that  the 
canned  apricots  are  free  from  brown 
color  due  to  oxidation,  improper  process¬ 
ing,  or  other  causes;  and  that,  in  addi¬ 
tion,  has  the  following  meanings  for  the 
respective  styles: 

(1)  Unpeeled  or  peeled  halves;  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole.  All  of  the  units 
may  possess  pale  yellow  areas  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  one-half  on  a  unit  or  may  possess 
light  greenish -yellow  areas  not  exceed¬ 
ing  one-fourth  on  a  unit;  not  more  than 
a  total  of  10  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
units  or  1  unit  may  possess  a  fairly  good 
color  including  pale  yellow  areas  exceed¬ 
ing  one-half  on  a  unit  or  light  greenish- 
yellow  areas  exceeding  one-fourth  but 
not  more  than  one-half  on  a  unit  or  light 
green  areas  not  exceeding  one-fourth 
on  a  unit;  and  none  may  possess  light 
greenish-yellow  areas  exceeding  one-half 
on  a  unit  or  light  green  areas  exceeding 
one-fourth  on  a  unit. 

(2)  Unpeeled  slices;  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and 
shapes.  Not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
weight,  of  the  drained  fruit  may  possess 
a  fairly  good  color  or  may  consist  of  units 
that  possess  predominating  pale  yellow 
or  light  greenish-yellow  areas  or  light 
green  areas:  Provided,  That  such  light 
green  areas  do  not  affect  materially  the 
appearance  of  the  product. 


(d)  (C) ,  ( D )  classification.  Unpeeled 
or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and 
shapes  of  canned  apricots  that  possess 
a  fairly  good  color  may  be  given  a  score 
of  14  or  15  points.  Canned  apricots  that 
fall  into  this  classification  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S. 
Standard,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 
“Fairly  good  color”  means  that  the 
canned  apricots  possess  a  typical  color 
characteristic  of  fairly  well-matured 
apricots  wAich  color  is  fairly  uniform; 
that  the  canned  apricots  may  possess  not 
more  than  a  slight  brown  color  due  to 
oxidation,  improper  processing,  or  other 
causes;  and  that,  in  addition,  has  the 
following  meanings  for  the  respective 
styles : 

(1)  Unpeeled  or  peeled  halves;  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole.  All  of  the  units 
may  possess  pale  yellow  areas,  may  pos¬ 
sess  light  greenish-yellow  areas  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  one-half  on  a  unit,  or  may  pos¬ 
sess  light  green  areas  not  exceeding 
one-fourth  on  a  unit;  and  not  more  than 
a  total  of  10  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
units  or  1  unit  may  possess  light  green¬ 
ish-yellow  areas  exceeding  one-half  on  a 
unit  or  may  possess  light  green  areas 
exceeding  one-fourth  on  a  unit. 

(2)  Unpeeled  slices;  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and 
shapes.  Not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
weight,  of  the  drained  fruit  may  consist 
of  units  that  possess  predominating  light 
greenish -yellow  areas  or  light  green 
areas  or  shades  of  color  not  typical  of 
fairly  well-matured  apricots:  Provided, 
That  such  color  does  not  affect  seriously 
the  appearance  of  the  product. 

(e)  (CSP)  and  (D-SP)  classifica¬ 
tions.  Unpeeled  or  peeled  halves,  un¬ 
peeled  slices,  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole, 
or  unpeeled  or  peeled  mixed  pieces  of  ir¬ 
regular  sizes  and  shapes  of  canned  “solid- 
pack”  apricots  that  possess  a  fairly  good 
color  for  canned  “solid-pack”  apricots 
may  be  given  a  score  of  14  or  15  points. 
Canned  “solid-pack”  apricots  that  fall 
into  this  classification  shall  net  be 
graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  C  Solid-Pack 
or  U.  S.  Standard  Solid-Pack,  regardless 
of  the  total  score  for  the  product  (this 
is  a  limiting  rule) .  “Fairly  good  color  for 
canned  ‘solid-pack’  apricots”  means  that 
the  canned  apricots  possess  a  color 
characteristic  of  fairly  well-matured 
apricots;  that  the  canned  apricots  may 
possess  not  more  than  a  slight  brown 
color  due  to  oxidation,  improper  proc¬ 
essing,  or  other  causes;  and  that  not 
more  than  15  percent,  by  weight,  of  the 
drained  fruit  may  consist  of  units  that 
possess  light  greenish-yellow  areas  or 
light  green  areas  or  shades  of  color  not 
typical  of  fairly  well-matured  apricots: 
Provided,  That  such  color  does  not  affect 
seriously  the  appearance  of  the  product. 

(f)  ( SStd )  and  (SStdSP)  classifica¬ 
tion.  Canned*  apricots  and  canned 
“solid-pack”  apricots  that  fail  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  paragraph  (d)  or  (e) 
of  this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of 
0  to  13  points  and  shall  not  be  graded 
above  Substandard  or  Substandard 
Solid-Pack,  whichever  is  applicable,  re¬ 
gardless  or  the  total  score  for  the  product 
(this  is  a  limiting  rule). 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


§  52.2353  Uniformity  of  size  and  sym¬ 
metry — (a)  General.  The  factor  of 
uniformity  of  size  and  symmetry  for  un¬ 
peeled  slices  and  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  and  all  applicable 
styles  of  canned  “solid-pack”  apricots  is 
not  based  on  any  detailed  requirements 
and  is  not  scored;  the  other  three  factors 
(color,  absence  of  defects,  and  character 
as  applicable)  are  scored  and  the  total  is 
multiplied  by  100  and  divided  by  80, 
dropping  any  fractions  to  determine  the 
total  score. 

(b)  Off-suture  cut.  “Off-suture  cut” 
in  unpeeled  halved  canned  apricots 
means  a  halved  unit  which  has  been  cut 
at  a  distance  from  the  suture  greater 
than  Ya  inch  at  the  widest  measurement 
from  the  suture. 

(c)  (A)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves  or  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole 
canned  apricots  that  are  practically  uni¬ 
form  in  size  and  summetry  may  be  given 
a  score  of  18  to  20  points.  “Practically 
uniform  in  size  and  symmetry”  in  halved 
and  whole  canned  apricots  means  that 
the  units  are  very  symmetrical ;  that  the 
weight  of  the  largest  full-size  unit  does 
not  exceed  the  weight  of  the  smallest 
full-size  unit  by  more  than  50  percent; 
that  the  weight  of  each  half  is  not  less 
than  %  ounce;  and  that  not  more  than 
5  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units  in  the 
style  of  unpeeled  halves  may  possess  off- 
suture  cuts. 

(d)  (B)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves  or  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole 
canned  apricots  that  are  reasonably  uni¬ 
form  in  size  and  symmetry  may  be  given 
a  score  of  16  or  17  points.  Unpeeled 
halved  canned  apricots  that  possess  more 
than  10  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units 
that  are  off-suture  cuts  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  B  or  U.  S. 
Choice,  regardless  of  the  total  score  for 
the  product  (this  is  a  partial  limiting 
rule) .  “Reasonably  uniform  in  size  and 
symmetry”  in  halved  and  whole  canned 
apricots  means  that  the  units  are  reason¬ 
ably  symmetrical ;  that  the  weight  of  the 
largest  full-size  unit  does  not  exceed  the 
weight  of  the  smallest  full-size  unit  by 
more  than  75  percent;  that  the  weight  of 
each  half  is  not  less  than  2/s  ounce;  and 
that  not  more  than  15  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  units  in  the  style  of  unpeeled 
halves  may  possess  off-suture  cuts. 

(e)  (C)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves  or  unpeeled  or  peeled  whole 
canned  apricots  that  are  fairly  uniform 
in  size  and  symmetry  may  be  given  a 
score  of  14  or  15  points.  Except  for  off- 
suture  cuts  in  unpeeled  halves,  canned 
apricots  that  fall  into  this  classification 
shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  B 
or  U.  S.  Choice,  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product;  and  unpeeled 
halves  of  canned  apricots  that  possess 
more  than  15  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
units  that  are  off-suture  cuts  shall  not 
be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S. 
Standard,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  partial  limiting 
rule).  “Fairly  uniform  in  size  and  sym¬ 
metry”  in  halved  and  whole  canned  apri¬ 
cots  means  that  the  units  may  vary  in 
size,  thickness,  and  symmetry;  that  the 
weight  of  the  largest  full-size  unit  may  be 
not  more  than  twice  the  weight  of  the 
smallest  full-size  unit;  that  the  weight 


of  each  half  is  not  less  than  %  ounce; 
and  that  not  more  than  30  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units  in  the  style  of  un¬ 
peeled  halves  may  possess  off-suture  cuts. 

(f)  (D)  and  (.SStd)  classification. 

Canned  apricots  of  the  applicable  styles 
which  fail  to  meet  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to  13 
points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above  the 
following  stated  grade,  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule) : 

(1)  Halves  or  whole  canned  apricots 
in  which  the  weight  of  the  largest  full- 
size  unit  is  more  than  twice  the  weight 
of  the  smallest  full-size  unit  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  D  and  are  also 
“Below  Standard  in  Quality — Mixed 
Sizes.” 

(2)  Halves  of  canned  apricots  in  which 
the  weight  of  any  half  is  less  than  % 
ounce  shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S. 
Grade  D  and  are  also  “Below  Standard 
in  Quality — Small  Halves.” 

(3)  Unpeeled  halves  of  canned  apri¬ 
cots  in  which  more  than  30  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units  are  off-suture  cuts 
shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  D. 

§  52.2654  Absence  of  defects — (a) 
General.  The  factor  of  absence  of  de¬ 
fects  as  applicable  for  the  respective 
styles  refers  to  the  degree  of  freedom 
from  pit  material,  from  loose  pits,  from 
harmless  extraneous  material,  from 
short  stems,  from  peel,  from  minor 
blemishes  and  blemishes,  from  crushed 
or  broken  units,  and  from  any  other  de¬ 
fects  which  affect  the  appearance  or 
edibility  of  the  product. 

(b)  Definitions  and  explanations  of 
defects — (1)  Harmless  extraneous  mate¬ 
rial.  “Harmless  extraneous  material” 
means  any  vegetable  substance  (such  as, 
but  not  limited  to,  a  leaf  or  portion  there¬ 
of  or  a  large  stem)  that  is  harmless. 

(2)  Short  stem.  A  “short  stem” 
means  the  short,  thick,  woody  stem 
which  attaches  the  apricot  to  the  twig 
of  the  tree  or  other  stem  material  of 
equivalent  woodiness  and  shortness. 

(3)  Pit  material.  “Pit  material” 
means  any  whole  pit  in  other  than  whole 
styles  or  any  portion  of  an  apricot  pit, 
regardless  of  size,  except  when  whole 
apricot  pits  or  apricot  kernels  are  per¬ 
mitted  as  seasoning  ingredients  in  other 
than  whole  style. 

(4)  Loose  pit.  A  “loose  pit”  means  a 
whole,  unbroken  pit  not  adhering  to  the 
flesh. of  a  unit  in  the  styles  of  whole 
apricots. 

(5)  Minor  blemishes.  “Minor  blem¬ 
ishes”  in  unpeeled  styles  include  “frec¬ 
kles”  and  also  mean: 

(i)  Light  brown  to  brown  surface 
areas  which,  singly  or  in  combination  on 
a  unit,  exceed  in  the  aggregate  the  area 
of  a  circle  Yb  inch  in  diameter  but  do  not 
exceed  in  the  aggregate  the  area  of  a 
circle  Ya  inch  in  diameter;  or 

(ii)  Single  dark  brown  surface'n.reas 
that  do  not  exceed  the  area  of  a  circle  Yb 
inch  in  diameter  but  which,  singly  or  in 
combination  with  other  “minor  blem¬ 
ishes”  on  a  unit,  affect  materially  but 
not  seriously  the  appearance  of  the  unit. 
Light  brown  to  brown  surface  areas  and 
“freckles”  that  are  insignificant  and  less 
than  the  area  of  a  circle  Yb  inch  in  di¬ 
ameter  and  which  do  not  affect  mate¬ 


rially  the  appearance  of  the  unit  are  not 
considered  “defects.” 

(6)  Blemishes.  “Blemishes”  in  canned 
apricots  include  units  affected  by  scab, 
hail  injury,  discoloration,  or  other  ab¬ 
normalities  in  the  following  degree: 

(i)  Light  brown  to  brown  surface 
areas  in  unpeeled  styles  which,  singly  or 
in  combination  on  a  unit,  exceed  in  the 
aggregate  the  area  of  a  circle  Yi  inch  in 
diameter. 

(ii)  Blemishes  that  extend  into  the 
fruit  tissue  regardless  of  area  or  depth; 

(iii)  Single  dark  brown  surface  areas 
in  unpeeled  styles  that  exceed  the  area 
of  a  circle  Yb  inch  in  diameter,  whether 
or  not  the  unit  is  affected  by  minor 
blemishes;  or 

(iv)  Any  blemish  whether  or  not  spe¬ 
cifically  defined  or  mentioned  in  this 
subparagraph  which  affects  seriously  the 
appearance  of  the  unit  but  is  not  a  filthy 
or  decomposed  substance. 

(7)  Crushed  or  broken.  “Crushed  or 
broken”  means  that: 

(i)  A  unit  in  halves  or  whole  style  of 
canned  apricots  is  “crushed”  if  the  unit 
has  definitely  lost  its  normal  shape  and 
bears  marks  of  crushing  or  is  otherwise 
crushed  not  due  to  ripeness;  and 

(ii)  A  unit  in  halves  or  whole  style 
of  canned  apricots  is  “broken”  if  sev¬ 
ered  into  definite  parts;  halves  of  canned 
apricots  that  are  slightly  or  partially 
split  or  mashed  from  the  edge  to  the 
pit  cavity  are  not  considered  broken,  or 
units  in  the  style  of  peeled  whole  apri¬ 
cots  that  are  mashed  or  very  soft  due 
to  ripeness  to  the  extent  that  the  pit 
cavity  is  exposed  or  a  seed  missing  there¬ 
from  is  not  crushed  or  broken.  Por¬ 
tions  equivalent  to.  a  full-size  unit  that 
has  been  broken  are  considered  as 
one  unit  in  determining  the  percentage 
by  count. 

(c)  (A)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  are  practically 
free  from  defects  may  be  given  a  score 
of  27  to  30  points.  Unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  score  27  to  30 
points  shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S. 
Grade  B  or  U.  S.  Choice,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this 
is  a  partial  limiting  rule).  “Practically 
free  from  defects”  means  that  the  canned 
apricots  are  practically  free  from  pit 
material  and  from  any  defects  not  spe¬ 
cifically  mentioned  that  affect  the  ap¬ 
pearance  or  edibility  of  the  product;  and 
the  following  defects  may  be  present 
within  the  limits  stated  for  the  respec¬ 
tive  styles  of  canned  apricots: 

(1)  Unpeeled  or  peeled  halves;  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole,  (i)  No  harm¬ 
less  extraneous  material; 

(ii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  1 
short  stem  for  each  30  ounces  of 
contents ; 

(iii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  Yb 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  the  peeled  styles; 

(iv)  Not  more  than  2  loose  pits  for  each 
30  ounces  of  contents  in  whole  apricots; 

(v)  Not  more  than  5  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  units  may  be  crushed  or  broken  or 
one  unit  in  a  container  is  permitted  to  be 
crushed  or  broken  if  such  unit  exceeds 


Saturday,  May  26,  1956 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


3629 


the  allowance  of  5  percent,  by  count: 
Provided,  That  in  all  containers  com¬ 
prising  the  sample  such  crushed  or 
broken  units  do  not  exceed  an  average  of 
5  percent  of  the  total  number  of  units; 
and 

(vi)  Not  more  than  a  total  of  10  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may  possess 
minor  blemishes  and  blemishes:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  more  than  5  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units  possess  blemishes. 
One  unit  in  a  container  is  permitted  to 
possess  minor  blemishes  or  blemishes  if 
such  unit  exceeds  the  respective  allow¬ 
ances  of  10  percent  or  5  percent,  by 
count:  Provided,  That  in  all  containers 
comprising  the  sample  such  units  pos¬ 
sessing  minor  blemishes  and  blemishes 
do  not  exceed  an  average  of  10  percent 
of  the  total  number  of  units  including 
not  more  than  an  average  of  5  percent  of 
the  total  number  of  units  that  may  pos¬ 
sess  blemishes. 

(2)  XJnpeeled  slices;  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and 
shapes,  (i)  No  harmless  extraneous 
material ; 

(ii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  1 
short  stem  for  each  30  ounces  of  con¬ 
tents  ; 

(iii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  Ya 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  peeled  style ;  and 

(iv)  Not  more  than  5  percent,  by 
weight,  of  the  drained  fruit  may  consist 
of  units  that  possess  minor  blemishes 
and  blemishes:  Provided,  That  the  ap¬ 
pearance  or  edibility  of  the  product  is 
not  more  than  slightly  affected. 

(d)  (JB)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  or  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  .whole,  or  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes  of  canned  apricots  that  are 
reasonably  free  from  defects  may  be 
given  a  score  of  24  to  26  points.  Canned 
apricots  that  fall  into  this  classification 
shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade 
B  or  U.  S.  Choice,  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting 
rule).  “Reasonably  free  from  defects” 
means  that  the  canned  apricots  are 
practically  free  from  pit  material;  are 
reasonably  free  from  any  defects  not 
specifically  mentioned  that  affect  the 
appearance  or  edibility  of  the  product; 
and  the  following  defects  may  be  pres-, 
ent  within  the  limits  stated  for  the  re¬ 
spective  styles  of  canned  apricots: 

(1)  Unpeeled  dr  peeled  halves;  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole,  (i)  Not  more 
than  1  piece  of  harmless  extraneous  ma¬ 
terial  for  each  100  ounces  of  contents; 

(ii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  2 
short  stems  for  each  30  ounces  of  con¬ 
tents  ; 

(iii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  y4 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  the  peeled  styles; 

(iv)  Not  more  than  3  loose  pits  for 
each  30  ounces  of  contents  in  whole 
apricots; 

(v)  Not  more  than  5  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  units  may  be  crushed  or  broken  or 
one  unit  in  a  container  is  permitted  to 
be  crushed  or  broken  if  such  unit  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  allowance  of  5  percent,  by 
count:  Provided,  That  in  all  containers 
comprising  the  sample  such  crushed  or 
broken  units  do  not  exceed  an  average 


of  5  percent  of  the  total  number  of  units; 
and 

(vi)  Not  more  than  a  total  of  20  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may  possess 
minor  blemishes  and  blemishes:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units  possess  blemishes. 
One  unit  in  a  container  is  permitted  to 
possess  minor  blemishes  or  blemishes  if 
such  unit  exceeds  the  respective  allow¬ 
ances  of  20  percent  or  10  percent,  by 
count:  Provided,  That  in  all  containers 
comprising  the  sample  such  units  pos¬ 
sessing  minor  blemishes  and  blemishes 
do  not  exceed  an  average  of  20  percent  of 
the  total  number  of  units  including  not 
more  than  an  average  of  10  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  units  that  may  possess 
blemishes. 

(2)  Unpeeled  slices;  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and 
shapes,  (i)  Not  more  than  1  piece  of 
harmless  extraneous  material  for  each 
100  ounces  of  contents; 

(ii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  2 
short  stems  for  each  30  ounces  of 
contents; 

(iii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  Y* 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  peeled  style; 

(iv)  Not  more  than  10  percent,  by 
weight,  of  the  drained  fruit  may  consist 
of  units  that  possess  minor  blemishes  and 
blemishes:  Provided,  That  the  appear¬ 
ance  or  edibility  of  the  product  is  not 
materially  affected. 

(e)  (C)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and 
shapes  of  canned  apricots  that  are  fairly 
free  from  defects  may  be  given  a  score  of 
21  to  23  points.  Canned  apricots  that 
fall  into  this  classification  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S. 
Standard,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 
“Fairly  free  from  defects”  means  that 
the  canned  apricots  are  practically  free 
from  pit  material;  are  fairly  free  from 
any  defects  not  specifically  mentioned 
(and  including  excessive  .trimming  in 
halved  or  whole  style)  that  affect  the  ap¬ 
pearance  or  edibility  of  the  product;  and 
the  following  defects  may  be  present 
within  the  limits  stated  for  the  respective 
styles  of  canned  apricots: 

(1)  Unpeeled  or  peeled  halves;  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole,  (i)  Not  more 
than  1  piece  of  harmless  extraneous  ma¬ 
terial  for  each  30  ounces  of  contents ; 

(ii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  3 
short  stems  for  each  30  ounces  of 
contents ; 

(iii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  Yz 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  the  peeled  styles; 

(iv)  Not  more  than  4  loose  pits  for 
each  30  ounces  of  contents  in  whole 
apricots ; 

(v)  Not  more  than  5  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  units  may  be  crushed  or  broken  or 
one  unit  in  a  container  is  permitted  to  be 
crushed  or  broken  if  such  unit  exceeds 
the  allowance  of  5  percent,  by  count: 
Provided,  That  in  all  containers  compris¬ 
ing  the  sample  such  crushed  or  broken 
units  do  not  exceed  an  average  of  5  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  number  of  units ;  and 

(vi)  Not  more  than  a  total  of  40  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may  possess 


minor  blemishes  and  blemishes:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  not  more  than  20  percent, 
by  count,  of  the  units  possess  blemishes. 

(2)  Unpeeled  slices;  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  arid 
shapes,  (i)  Not  more  than  1  piece  of 
harmless  extraneous  material  for  each 
30  ounces  of  contents; 

(ii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  3 
short  stems  for  each  30  ounces  of 
contents ; 

(iii)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  Yz 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  peeled  style;  and 

(iv)  Not  more  than  20  percent,  by 
weight,  of  the  drained  fruit  may  consist 
of  units  that  possess  minor  blemishes  and 
blemishes:  Provided,  That  the  appear¬ 
ance  or  edibility  of  the  product  is  not 
seriously  affected. 

(f)  (£))  classification.  Canned  apri¬ 
cots  of  any  style  which  fail  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
section  but  which  meet  the  requirements 
of  this  paragraph  may  be  given  a  score 
of  0  to  20  points  and  shall  not  be  graded 
above  U.  S.  Grade  D,  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule).  Halves  or  whole  canned 
apricots  that  are  thereby  U.  S.  Grade  D 
may  also  be  “Below  Standard  in  Qual¬ 
ity” — “Partly  Crushed  or  Broken”  or 
“Unevenly  Trimmed,”  or  both.  Canned 
apricots  of  U.  S.  Grade  D  with  respect 
to  “absence  of  defects”  are  practically 
free  from  pit  material;  are  fairly  free 
from  any  defects  not  specifically  men¬ 
tioned  that  affect  materially  the  appear¬ 
ance  or  edibility  of  the  product;  and  the 
following  defects  may  be  present  within 
the  limits  stated  for  the  respective  styles 
of  canned  apricots: 

(1)  Not  more  than  1  piece  of  harmless 
extraneous  material  for  each  30  ounces 
of  contents; 

(2)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  3 
short  stems  for  each  30  ounces  of 
contents ; 

(3)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  Yz 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  the  peeled  styles ; 

(4)  Not  more  than  4  loose  pits  for 
each  30  ounces  of  contents  in  whole 
canned  apricots; 

(5)  Any  amount  of  unevenly  trimmed 
units  in  halved  or  whole  style; 

(6)  Any  amount  of  crushed  or  broken 
units  in  halved  or  whole  style;  and 

(7)  In  halved  or  whole  style,  not  more 
than  a  total  of  40  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  units  may  possess  minor  blemishes 
and  blemishes:  Provided,  That  not  more 
than  20  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units 
possess  blemishes;  or 

(8)  In  the  styles  of  unpeeled  sliced  and 
unpeeled  or  peeled  mixed  pieces  of  ir¬ 
regular  sizes  and  shapes,  not  more  than 
20  percent,  by  weight,  of  the  drained 
fruit  may  consist  of  units  that  possess 
minor  blemishes  and  blemishes:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  appearance  or  edibility 
of  the  product  is  not  seriously  affected. 

(g)  ( SStd )  classification.  Canned 
apricots  that  fail  to  meet  the  applicable 
requirements  of  paragraphs  (e)  or  (f) 
of  this  section  may  be  given  a  score  of 
0  to  20  points  and  shall  not  be  graded 
above  the  following  stated  grades,  as 
applicable,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) : 
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(1)  Halves  or  whole  canned  apricots 
shall  not  be  graded  above  Substandard 
end  may  also  be  “Below  Standard  in 
Quality”  for  the  applicable  reasons: 

(1)  Partly  crushed  or  broken 

(ii)  Unevenly  trimmed 

(iii)  Blemished. 

(2)  Unpeeled  slices  and  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes  of  canned  apricots  shall  not 
be  graded  above  Substandard  and  may 
also  be  “Below  Standard  in  Quality” — 
“Blemished”  if  more  than  20  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  units  possess  blemishes. 

(h)  (C-SP)  classification.  Unpeeled 
or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes  of  canned  “solid-pack”  apri¬ 
cots  that  are  fairly  free  from  defects 
for  canned  “solid-pack”  apricots  may 
be  given  a  score  of  21  to  23  points. 
Canned  “solid-pack”  apricots  that  fall 
into  this  classification  shall  not  be  graded 
above  U.  S.  Grade  C  Solid-Pack  or  U.  S. 
Standard  Solid-Pack,  regardless  of  the 
total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule).  “Fairly  free  from  de¬ 
fects  for  canned  ‘solid-pack’  apricots” 
means  that  the  canned  “solid-pack” 
apricots  are  practically  free  from  pit 
material;  are  fairly  free  from  any  de¬ 
fects  not  specifically  mentioned  that  af¬ 
fect  the  appearance  or  edibility  of  the 
product;  and,  in  addition  there  may  be 
present: 

( 1 )  Not  more  than  1  piece  of  harmless 
extraneous  material  for  each  30  ounces 
of  contents; 

(2)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  3 
short  stems  for  each  30  ounces  of 
contents; 

(3)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  V2 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  the  peeled  styles; 

(4)  Not  more  than  4  loose  pits  for 
each  30  ounces  of  contents  in  whole 
canned  apricots ;  and 

(5)  Not  more  than  3  units  that  pos¬ 
sess  blemishes  for  each  pound  of 
contents. 

(i)  (D-SP)  classification.  Unpeeled 
or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  un¬ 
peeled  or  unpeeled  whole,  or  unpeeled 
or  peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes  of  canned  “solid-pack”  apri¬ 
cots  which  fail  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (h)  of  this  section  but 
which  meet  the  requirements  of  this 
paragraph  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to 
20  points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.  S.  Grade  D  Solid-Pack,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule).  Canned  “solid-pack” 
apricots  of  “U.  S.  Grade  D  Solid-Pack” 
with  respect  to  “absence  of  defects”  are 
practically  free  from  pit  material;  are 
fairly  free  from  any  defects  not  spe¬ 
cifically  mentioned  that  affect  materially 
the  appearance  or  edibility  of  the  prod¬ 
uct;  and,  in  addition  there  may  be 
present: 

(1)  Not  more  than  1  piece  of  harmless 
extraneous  material  for  each  30  ounces 
of  contents; 

(2)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  3 
short  stems  for  each  30  ounces  of  con¬ 
tents; 

(3)  Not  more  than  an  average  of  % 
square  inch  of  peel  for  each  pound  of 
contents  in  the  peeled  styles; 


(4)  Not  more  than  4  loose  pits  for 
each  30  ounces  of  contents  in  whole 
canned  apricots;  and 

(5)  Not  more  than  6  units  that  possess 
blemishes  for  each  pound  of  contents. 

(j)  ( SStd-SP )  classification.  Unpeeled 
or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes  of  canned  “solid-pack”  apri¬ 
cots  that  fail  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (i)  of  this  section  may  be 
given  a  score  of  0  to  20  points  and  shall 
not  be  graded  above  Substandard  Solid- 
Pack,  regardless  of  the  total  score  for 
the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 

§  52.2655  Character — (a)  General. 
The  factor  of  character  refers  to  the 
degree  of  ripeness,  the  texture  and  con¬ 
dition  of  the  flesh,  the  firmness  and 
tenderness  of  the  canned  apricots  and 
their  tendency  to  retain  their  apparent 
original  conformation  and  size  without 
material  disintegration. 

(b)  (A)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  possess  a  good 
character  may  be  given  a  score  of  27  to 
30  points.  Unpeeled  or  peeled  mixed 
pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes  of 
canned  apricots  that  score  27  to  30  points 
shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  B 
or  U.  S.  Choice,  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  partial 
limiting  rule).  “Good  character”  means 
that  the  units  possess  a  practically  uni¬ 
form  tender,  fleshy  texture  typical  of 
well-ripened,  properly  prepared,  and 
properly  processed  canned  apricots; 
the  units  are  uniformly  intact  and  may 
be  soft  but  hold  their  original  confor¬ 
mation  and  size  without  material  dis¬ 
integration;  and  not  more  than  5  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may  possess 
a  “reasonably  good  character”.  One 
unit  in  a  container  is  permitted  to  pos¬ 
sess  a  “reasonably  good  character”  if 
such  unit  exceeds  5  percent,  by  count: 
Provided,  That  the  appearance  or  eating 
quality,  or  both,  is  not  more  than 
slightly  affected  by  the  character  of  such 
unit. 

(c)  (B)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  possess  a  reason¬ 
ably  good  character  may  be  given  a  score 
of  24  to  26  points.  Mixed  pieces  of  irreg¬ 
ular  sizes  and  shapes  of  canned  apricots 
that  fall  into  this  classification  shall  not 
be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  B  or  U.  S. 
Choice,  regardless  of  the  total  score  for 
the  product  (this  is  a  partial  limiting 
rule).  “Reasonably  good  character” 
means  that  the  units  possess  a  reason¬ 
ably  uniform,  reasonably  tender  texture 
typical  of  properly  ripened  canned  apri¬ 
cots  that  are  properly  processed;  the 
texture  is  reasonably  fleshy,  and  the 
units  are  reasonably  thick  but  the  ten¬ 
derness  may  be  variable  within  the  unit 
or  among  the  units;  the  units  may  be 
soft  to  slightly  firm  or  slightly  ragged 
but  are  not  mushy;  and  not  more  than 
10  percent,  by  count,  of  the  units  may 
possess  a  fairly  good  character,  except 
for  “not  tender  units.”  One  unit  in  a 


container  is  permitted  to  have  such  fairly 
good  character  if  one  unit  exceeds  the 
allowance  of  10  percent,  by  count: 
Provided,  That  in  all  containers  com¬ 
prising  the  sample  the  units  with  fairly 
good  character  do  not  exceed  an  average 
of  10  percent  of  the  total  number  of  units. 

(d)  (C)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  apricots  that  possess  a  fairly 
good  character  may  be  given  a  score  of 
21  to  23  points.  Canned  apricots  that 
fall  into  this  classification  shall  not  be 
graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  C  or  U.  S. 
Standard,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 
“Fairly  good  character”  means  that  the 
units  possess  a  texture  of  properly  proc¬ 
essed  apricots  which  may  be  variable  in 
fleshiness  but  the  texture  is  fairly  fleshy 
and  the  units  are  intact;  the  units  may 
be  lacking  uniformity  of  tenderness;  the 
units  may  be  markedly  ragged  with 
frayed  edges  or  may  be  very  soft;  and 
not  more  than  10  percent,  by  weight,  of 
the  drained  apricots  may  be  mushy  or 
units  that  are  not  tender. 

(e)  (D)  classification.  Canned  apri¬ 
cots  of  any  style  that  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section 
with  respect  to  units  that  are  not  tender 
but  which  otherwise  possess  a  noticeably 
variable  texture  with  not  more  than  25 
percent,  by  weight,  of  the  drained  apri¬ 
cots  that  consist  of  mushy  fruit  may  be 
given  a  score  of  0  to  20  points  and  shall 
not  be  graded  above  U.  S.  Grade  D,  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  total  score  for  the  prod¬ 
uct  (this  is  a  limiting  rule). 

(f )  ( SStd )  classification.  Canned 
apricots  of  any  style  that  fail  to  meet  the 
applicable  requirements  of  paragraph 
(d)  or  (e)  of  this  section  or  that  are  “not 
tender”  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to  20 
points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
Substandard,  regardless  of  the  total 
score  for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting 
rule).  Canned  apricots  that  are  “not 
tender”  are  also  “Below  Standard  in 
Quality — Not  Tender.” 

(g)  (C-SP)  classification.  Unpeeled  or 
peeled  halves,  unpeelecl  slices,  unpeeled 
or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or  peeled 
mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes  and  shapes 
of  canned  “solid-pack”  apricots  that  pos-, 
sess  a  fairly  good  character  for  canned 
“solid-pack”  apricots  may  be  given  a 
score  of  21  to  23  points.  Canned  “solid- 
pack”  apricots  that  fall  into  this  classi¬ 
fication  shall  not  be  graded  above  U.  S. 
Grade  C  Solid-Pack  or  U.  S.  Standard 
Solid-Pack,  regardless  of  the  total  score 
for  the  product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) . 
“Fairly  good  character  for  canned  ‘solid- 
pack’  apricots”  means  the  product  gen¬ 
erally  possesses  a  texture  of  properly 
processed  apricots  which  may  be  variable 
in  tenderness  or  may  be  soft  to  very  soft, 
and  not  less  than  60  percent,  by  weight, 
of  the  drained  apricots  are  in  reasonably 
intact  units  and  the  balance  may  be 
mushy  or  may  consist  of  fairly  firm  units. 

(h)  (D-SP)  classification.  Unpeeled 
or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices,  un¬ 
peeled  or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes  of  canned  “solid-pack”  apri¬ 
cots  which  fail  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (g)  of  this  section  but  not 
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less  than  40  percent,  by  weight,  of  the 
drained  apricots  are  in  reasonably  intact 
units  may  be  given  a  score  of  0  to  20 
points  and  shall  not  be  graded  above 
U.  S.  Grade  D  Solid-Pack,  regardless  of 
the  total  score  for  the  product  (this  is  a 
limiting  rule) . 

(i)  ( SStd-SP )  classification.  TJn- 

peeled  or  peeled  halves,  unpeeled  slices, 
unpeeled  or  peeled  whole,  or  unpeeled  or 
peeled  mixed  pieces  of  irregular  sizes 
and  shapes  of  canned  “solid-pack”  apri¬ 
cots  which  fail  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  paragraph  (h)  of  this  section  may  be 
given  a  score  of  0  to  20  points  and  shall 
not  be  graded  above  Substandard  Solid- 
Pack,  regardless  of  the  total  score  for  the 
product  (this  is  a  limiting  rule) . 

LOT  CERTIFICATION  TOLERANCES 

§  52.2656  Tolerances  for  certification 
of  officially  drawn  samples,  (a)  When 
certifying  samples  that  have  been  offi¬ 
cially  drawn  and  which  represent  a  spe¬ 
cific  lot  of  canned  apricots  the  grade  for 
such  lot  will  be  determined  by  averag¬ 
ing  the  total  scores  of  the  containers 
comprising  the  sample,  if,  (1)  such  con¬ 
tainers  meet  all  of  the  applicable  grade 
requirements  of  the  factors  of  quality 


that  are  not  rated  by  score  points;  (2) 
all  containers  comprising  the  sample 
meet  all  applicable  standards  of  quality 
promulgated  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  and  in  effect  at 
the  time  of  the  aforesaid  certification; 
and  (3)  with  respect  to  those  factors 
which  are  rated  by  score  points: 

(i)  Not  more  than  one-sixth  of  the 
containers  fails  to  meet  the  grade  indi¬ 
cated  by  the  average  of  such  total 
scores ; 

(ii)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  4  points  below  the  minimum  score 
for  the  grade  indicated  by  the  average  of 
such  total  scores; 

^  (iii)  None  of  the  containers  falls  more 
than  one  grade  below  the  grade  indicated 
by  the  average  of  such  total  scores;  and 

(iv)  The  average  score  of  all  contain¬ 
ers  for  any  factor  subject  to  a  limiting 
rule  is  within  the  score  range  of  that 
factor  for  the  grade  indicated  by  the 
average  of  the  total  scores  of  the  con¬ 
tainers  comprising  the  sample. 

SCORE  SHEET 

§  52.2657  Score  sheet  for  canned 
apricots. 


Size  and  kind  of  container - 

Container  mark  or  identification - 

Label... . . . . 

Net  weight  (ounces) _ _ _ 

Vacuum  (inches) . . . . . ... 

Drained  weight  (ounces) _ 

Solid  pack  (  )  Spiced  (  ) _ _ _ _ 

If  in  a  liquid  packing  medium: 

Brix  measurement . . . . . 

Sirup  designation  (Extra  heavy,  heavy,  etc.) 

Style . . . . . . . ... 

Count  (Halves,  Whole) . 


Factors 

Score  points 

Color................ _ _ _ 

20 

f(A)  18-20.* 

(B)  16-17.* 

(C) ,  (D),  (C-SP),  (D-SP)  14-15.* 

(SStd)  and  (SStd-SP)  0-13. > 

(A)  18-20. 

(B)  16-17.* 

(C)  14-15.* 

(D)  and  (SStd)  0-13.1 

(A)  27-30.* 

(B)  24-26.' 

(C)  and  (C-SP)  21-23.' 

(D) ,  (D-SP),  (SStd),  and  (SStd-SP)  0-20.' 

(A)  27-30.* 

(B)  24-26.* 

(C)  and  (C-SP)  21-23.' 

(D) ,  (D-SP),  (SStd)  and  (SStd-SP)  0-20.' 

20 

30 

30 

100 

— 

Varietal  characteristics  (  )  Similar  (  )  Dissimilar. 

Normal  flavor  and  odor _ 

Grade... - - - - 


consideration  by  the  Administrator  of 
Civil  Aeronautics  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  rules  shall  send  them  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.,  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

1.  Section  406.14  (c)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  406.14  Aircraft  certificates.  *  *  * 

(c)  Aircraft  registration  certifi¬ 
cate.  *  *  * 

(2)  Application  and  fee.  An  applica¬ 
tion  for  this  certificate  shall  be  made  on 
a  Form  ACA-500.  This  form  will  con¬ 
tain  three  parts:  Part  A,  “Certificate  of 
Registration”;  Part  B,  “Application  for 
Registration”;  and  Part  C,  “Bill  of  Sale.” 
An  applicant  for  a  certificate  of  regis¬ 
tration  shall  mail  the  original  and  a 
duplicate  of  Part  A,  an  original  of  Part 
B,  an  original  of  Part  C  or  another  bill 
of  sale  or  other  form  of  conveyance  de¬ 
scribed  in  §  501.4  (b)  (2)  of  this  chapter, 
and  a  registration  fee  of  $4  to  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  and  Records  Branch  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  Washington,  D.  C.  If  a 
contract  of  conditional  sale  is  submitted, 
an  additional  fee  of  $4  shall  be  enclosed 
to  record  it.  The  applicant  shall  retain 
the  duplicate  of  Part  B  in  the  aircraft 
as  a  temporary  registration  pending  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  certificate  of  registration. 
Part  A  of  Form  ACA-500,  and  in  the 
event  later  notification  from  the  CAA 
authorizes  continued  temporary  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  aircraft  pending  receipt  of 
such  certificate  of  registration,  the  appli¬ 
cant  shall  also  retain  such  notification 
in  the  aircraft. 

(3)  Issuance.  This  certificate  will  be 
issued  on  the  original  “Certificate  of 
Registration,”  Form  ACA-500,  Part  A. 

(4)  Additional  requirements.  Further 
provisions  regarding  this  certificate  are 
contained  in  Part  501  of  this  chapter. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended:  49 
U.  S.  C.  425.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  501,  52 
Stat.  1005,  49  U.  S.  C.  521) 

[seal]  James  T.  Pyle, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-4139;  Piled,  May  25,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  501  1 


Aircraft  Certificates  of  Registration 

*  Limiting  rule. 

*  Partial  limiting  rule.  NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


Dated:  May  22,  1956. 

[seal]  Roy  W.  Lennartson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4183;  Filed,  May  25,  1956;  8:52  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Civil  Aeronautics  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  406  1 

Certification  Procedures 

NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  contem¬ 
plates  the  adoption  of  the  following  rule 


under  which  (1)  applicants  for  aircraft 
registration  would  submit  the  executed 
originals  of  Parts  B  and  C  of  Form  ACA- 
500  rather  than  the  duplicates  and  (2) 
purchasers  of  aircraft  would  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  operate  such  aircraft  without 
registration  for  more  appropriate  periods 
of  time  after  acquisition  rather  than  the 
60-day  period  presently  prescribed. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to 
submit  comments  and  suggestions  for 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  contem¬ 
plates  the  adoption  of  the  following  rules 
under  which  (1)  applicants  for  registra¬ 
tion  would  submit  the  executed  originals 
of  Parts  B  and  C  of  Form  ACA-500  rather 
than  the  duplicates,  (2)  purchasers  of 
aircraft  would  be  permitted  to  operate 
such  aircraft  without  registration  for 
more  appropriate  periods  of  time  after 
acquisition  rather  than  the  inflexible 
60-day  period  presently  prescribed  and 
(3)  registered  owners  of  aircraft  would 
be  required  to  fill  out  the  reverse  side  of 
the  certificate  of  registration  and  return 
the  certificate  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Administration  upon  sale  of  the  aircraft, 
registration  of  the  aircraft  under  the 
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laws  of  any  foreign  country,  or  upon  the 
aircraft  becoming  permanently  inop¬ 
erative. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to 
submit  comments  and  suggestions  for 
consideration  by  the  Administrator  of 
Civil  Aeronautics  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  rules  shall  send  them  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics,  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

1.  Section  501.3  (a)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  501.3  Application — (a)  Form.  *  *  * 

(1)  An  original  and  a  duplicate  of 
Part  A; 

(2)  Signed  original  of  Part  B; 

(3)  A  signed  and  executed  original  of 
Part  C 2  or  another  bill  of  sale  or  other 
form  of  conveyance  specified  in  §  501.4 

(b)  (2) ; 

(4)  A  registration  fee  of  $4.00  in  the 
form  of  a  check  or  money  order  made 
payable  to  CAA,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

The  name  of  the  purchaser  shall  be 
identical  on  Parts  A,  B,  and  C.  If  a  con¬ 
tract  of  conditional  sale  is  submitted,  an 
additional  fee  of  $4.00  shall  be  enclosed 
to  record  it.  The  applicant  shall  retain 
the  duplicate  of  Part  B  in  the  aircraft 
as  a  temporary  registration  pending  re¬ 
ceipt  of  the  certificate  of  registration, 
Part  A  of  Form  ACA-500,and  in  the  event 
a  later  notification  from  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Administration  authorizes  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  the  aircraft  pending 
receipt  of  such  certificate  of  registration, 
the  applicant  shall  also  retain  such  no¬ 
tification  in  the  aircraft. 

2.  Section  501.7  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  501.7  Duration.  Upon  application 
for  registration  made  upon  the  pre¬ 
scribed  form,  and  submission  of  the  re¬ 
quired  proof  of  ownership,  an  aircraft 
may  be  operated  for  the  period  pending 
registration,  or  for  the  period  designated 
in  a  notice  mailed  to  the  applicant  at  the 
address  shown  on  the  application,  which¬ 
ever  is  shorter.  The  certificate  of  regis¬ 
tration  issued  by  the  Administrator  of 
Civil  Aeronautics  pursuant  thereto  shall 
remain  in  effect  indefinitely  unless  sus¬ 
pended  or  revoked:  Provided,  That  such 
registration  and  certificate  shall  imme¬ 
diately  expire  on  the  date, 

(a)  The  aircraft  is  registered  under 
the  laws  of  any  foreign  country;  or 

(b)  The  registration  of  the  aircraft  is 
cancelled  at  the  written  request  of  the 
owner;  or 

(c)  The  aircraft  is  totally  destroyed  or 
scrapped;  or 

(d)  The  ownership  of  the  aircraft  is 
transferred. 


5  A  separate  Part  C  (Bill  of  Sale)  to  Form 
ACA-500  has  been  provided  for  use  when 
an  additional  bill  of  sale  is  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  chain  of  ownership,  or  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  a  new  bill  of  sale  is  required  to  -re¬ 
place  that  submitted  which  did  not  meet 
the  recording  requirements  of  the  Act  or 
the  Regulations  of  the  Administrator.  This 
form  will  also  serve  the  aircraft  manufactur¬ 
ers,  dealers,  distributors,  and  purchasers, 
who  buy  for  immediate  resale'. 


3.  Section  501.11  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  501.11  Notice  of  change  of  address, 
ownership  or  registration.  The  regis¬ 
tered  owner  of  any  aircraft  shall  notify 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration, 
Administrative  and  Records  Branch,  W- 
240,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  immediately 
of  any  change  of  permanent  mailing  ad¬ 
dress.  Upon  sale,  destruction,  scrapping 
or  permanent  retirement  of  the  aircraft 
or  registration  of  the  aircraft  under  the 
laws  of  any  foreign  country,  the  reverse 
side  of  the  certificate  of  registration,  Part 
A  of  Form  ACA-500,  shall  be  appropri¬ 
ately  completed  and  returned  immedi¬ 
ately  to  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Administrative  and  Records 
Branch,  W-240,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  501,  52  Stat.  1005, 
as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  521) 

[seal]  James  T.  Pyle, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4140;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


[14  CFR  Part  503  ] 

Recordation  of  Aircraft  Ownership 
NOTICE  OF  PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics  contem¬ 
plates  the  adoption  of  the  following  rules 
under  which  any  conveyance  or  instru¬ 
ment  affecting  title  to  United  States  reg¬ 
istered  aircraft  would  be  eligible  for  re¬ 
cordation  by  the  Administrator  even  if 
unaccompanied  by  a  duly  executed  ap¬ 
plication  for  registration.  The  eligible 
conveyance  would  include  instruments 
transferring  ownership  of  United  States 
registered  aircraft  to  foreign  nationals. 
A  recordation  fee  of  $4.00  would  be 
charged  for  each  aircraft  covered  by  the 
conveyance  submitted  for  recordation.  A 
separate  registration  fee  of  $4.00  would 
be  charged  when  the  application  for  reg¬ 
istration  was  submitted  later.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  would  continue  the  practices 
of  (1)  charging  only  $4.00  as  a  combined 
recordation  and  registration  fee  when 
proof  of  ownership,  except  a  contract  of 
conditional  sale,  and  the  application  for 
registration  are  submitted  together;  (2) 
recording  without  charge  releases,  can¬ 
cellations,  or  other  discharges  of  instru¬ 
ments  executed  for  security  purposes; 
and  (3)  charging  a  $4.00  recordation  fee 
for  each  aircraft  covered  by  a  conveyance 
executed  for  security  purposes,  including 
contracts  of  conditional  sale.  A  minor 
revision  would  also  be  made  in  §  503.3 
(a)  (2)  to  require  listing  in  a  conveyance 
the  model  of  the  aircraft  in  addition  to 
the  identification  details  now  required. 
This  addition  would  provide  information 
required  for  certificates  of  registration 
by  Annex  7  to  the  Convention  on  Inter¬ 
national  Civil  Aviation. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to 
submit  comments  and  suggestions  for 
consideration  by  the  Administrator  of 
Civil  Aeronautics  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  rules  shall  send  them  to  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Administration,  Wash¬ 


ington  25,  D.  C.,  within  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

1.  Section  503.3  (a)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  503.3  Eligibility  of  conveyance,  (a) 

A  conveyance  shall  be  eligible  recorda¬ 
tion  only  if: 

(1)  It  is  executed  upon  the  form  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Administrator  of  Civil 
Aeronautics  for  such  type  of  conveyance, 
or  upon  a  form  deemed  appropriate  by 
the  Administrator,  and  is  submitted  to 
the  Civil  Aeronautics  Administration, 
Administrative  and  Records  Branch,  W- 
240,  Washington  25,  D.  C.; 

(2)  It  describes  the  aircraft  by  make 
and  model,  manufacturer’s  serial  number 
and  Civil  Aeronautics  registration  num¬ 
ber,  or  by  other  detail  sufficient  to  enable 
identification; 

(3)  It  is  the  original  document  or  an 
executed  duplicate  thereof,  with  all  sig¬ 
natures  in  ink;2 

(4)  It  affects  an  aircraft  registered 
under  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended,  or  is  a  bill  of  sale  or  con¬ 
tract  of  conditional  sale  to  the  holder  of 
a  dealer’s  aircraft  registration  certifi¬ 
cate;  * 

(5)  It  is  acknowledged  by  the  signer  or 
signers  before  a  notary  public  or  other 
officer  authorized  by  the  law  of  the 
United  States,  or  of  a  State,  Territory  or 
possession  thereof,  or  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  to  take  acknowledgment  of 
deeds;  and 

(6)  It  is  accompanied  by  the  required 
recordation  fee  of  $4.00  in  the  form  of  a 
check  or  money  order  made  payable  to 
CAA,  Department  of  Commerce,  for  each 
aircraft  covered  by  the  conveyance: 
Provided,  That  this  paragraph  shall  ap¬ 
ply  only  to  bills  of  sale  unaccompanied 
by  a  duly  executed  application  for  reg¬ 
istration  and  registration  fee  of  $4.00  or 
conveyances  executed  for  security  pur¬ 
poses  such  as  contracts  of  conditional 
sale  or  chattel  mortgages. 

Note  ;  No  fee  is  charged  for  the  recordation 
of  any  bill  of  sale  or  bills  of  sale  accompanied 
by  a  duly  executed  application  for  registra¬ 
tion  and  registration  fee  of  $4.00  or  for  the 
recordation  of  any  release,  cancellation,  in- 


2  When  return  of  the  original  conveyance 
to  the  sender  is  desired,  a  certified  true  copy 
thereof  shall  be  submitted  with  the  original 
document.  After  recording,  the  certified 
true  copy  will  be  retained  and  the  original 
will  be  returned  to  the  sender  stamped  with 
the  date  and  hour  of  recordation.  A  certi¬ 
fied  true  copy  of  an  original  document  is  a 
document  which  is  a  complete  copy  of  the 
original  in  all  respects,  including  the  dates, 
signatures,  and  acknowledgments  and  to 
which  is  attached  a  certificate  of  a  notary 
public  stating  that  such  officer  has  compared 
the  copy  with  the  original  document  and 
that  it  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  in  all 
respects. 

3  Documents  of  this  nature  are  recorded 
under  the  numbers  assigned  to  aircraft  by 
their  manufacturers.  No  particular  dealers’ 
aircraft  registration  certificate  is  associated 
with  a  particular  aircraft.  This  action  of 
recordation  provides  information  to  those 
consulting  the  records  as  to  the  ownership 
of  the  aircraft.  The  question  of  whether 
the  full  benefits  of  the  recording  provisions 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  are  thus  ac¬ 
quired  has  not  yet  been  the  subject  of  ju¬ 
dicial  review. 


Saturday,  May  26,  1956 
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validation,  discharge,  or  satisfaction  of  any 
conveyance  executed  for  security  purposes. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  984,  as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  503,  52  Stat.  1006, 
as  amended;  49  U.  S.  C.  523) 

[seal]  James  T.  Pyle, 

Acting  Administrator 
of  Civil  Aeronautics. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4141;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Feather  River  Division,  Central  Valley 
Project,  California 

order  of  revocation 

November  10,  1955. 
Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
by  Departmental  Order  No.  2765  of  July 
30,  1954  (19  F.  R.  5004),  I  hereby  revoke 
Departmental  Order  of  February  27, 1952, 
insofar  as  said  order  affects  the  following 
described  land;  provided,  however,  that 
such  revocation  shall  not  affect  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  any  other  lands  by  said  order 
or  affect  any  other  orders  withdrawing 
or  reserving  the  land  hereinafter  de¬ 
scribed  : 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 

T  22  N  r  6  E  , 

Sec.  24,  SWy4NWV4.  NW1/4SW14; 

Sec.  26,  W»/2NE>4,  NE‘/4NWy4,  NW%SE%; 
Sec.  36,  (unsurveyed)  S */2 NE *4 ,  Ny2SEy4. 
T.  22  N.,  R.  7  E„ 

Sec.  11.  SE&SW1/4,  Sy2SEV4.  NEi/4SE>/4; 

Sec.  12,  Lots  3,  6,  SW»4NE»4,  SftNWK> 
SWft.  NWy4SE%; 

Sec.  13,NWy4NWi4; 

Sec.  14,  NE'/4.  E»/2Wy2,  NW'/4NW>/4,  Ey2 

swy4Nwy4.  e^nw%8wh,  swy4Nwy4 
swi/4,  swy4swy4; 

Sec.  15,  Sy2SE>/4,  S>/2NEy4SE>A,  NW14NE>/4 
SE14; 

Sec.  21,  Ey2SEV4,  SW^SE^; 

Sec.  22,  Lots  1,  2.  3.  S»/2Ny2,  SWy4,  NWV4 
SE14; 

Sec.  23,  Lot  4; 

Sec.  27,  NWV4NW14; 

Sec.  28,  Ei/2,  Ei/2Wy2,  SW'/4SW»/4; 

Sec.  29,  Sy2SE'/4; 

sec.  31,  Lots  2,  3,  sy2NEy4,  SEy/4NWy4, 
NE  >/4SW  y4 ,  N  y2  SE  y4 ; 

Sec.  32,  Ny2,Ny2SWy4; 

Sec.  33,  NWV4NE*4,  Ny2NWy4. 

T.  22  N.,  R.  8  E.. 

Sec.  2,  Lots  1, 2,  3,  4; 

Sec.  3.  Lots  1,  2,  Sy2NEy4,  SW'/4NWi/4, 
swy4,  Nwy4SEyi; 

Sec.  4,  NEi4SEy4,  sy2sy2; 

Sec.  5  (unsurveyed) ,  sy2SV^; 

Sec.  7  (unsurveyed),  NEy4NEy4>  Sy4NEy4, 
NEy4swy4,  sy2sw>/4 ,  sei/4  ; 

Sec.  8,  Ni/2,  Ny2SWV4,  SW'ASW^  (unsur- 
veyed ) ,  N  W  %  SE  \\ ; 
Sec.9,Ny2NEi4,NW>4; 

Sec.  10,  NWy4NWV4; 

Sec.  18,  Lot  1,  Ni/2NEy4,  NE>4NW»4. 

.T.  23  N„  R.  8  E.. 

Sec.  25,  S^SEft; 

Sec.  34,  N‘/2NEi4,  SE>/4NEy4; 

Sec.  35,  Lots  1.  2.  3,  NWy4NEV4,  S^NE^, 

wy2,  NEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  36,  NEi/4NWy4,  Ny2SEy4. 

The  above  areas  aggregate  approxi¬ 
mately  6,550.25  acres. 

E.  G.  Nielsen, 
Assistant  Commissioner. 
No.  103 - 3 
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May  22, 1956. 

I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  be  noted 
accordingly. 

The  released  lands  are  within  the 
Plumas  National  Forest  and  have  been 
open  to  applications  and  offers  under 
the  mineral-leasing  laws.  They  will  be 
open  to  such  other  applications,  selec¬ 
tions  and  locations,  as  are  permitted  on 
national  forest  lands  effective  at  10:00 
a.  m.,  on  June  27,  1956. 

Inquiries  concerning  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral-leasing  laws  and 
locations  under  the  mining  laws  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Manager,  Land  Office, 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  California.  Other  inquiries  shall 
be  addressed  to  the  Regional  Forester, 
630  Sansome  Street,  San  Francisco, 
California. 

Edward  Woozley, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 


filed  in  duplicate  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

In  case  any  objection  is  filed  and  the 
nature  of  the  opposition  is  such  as  to 
warrant  it,  a  public  hearing  will  be  held 
at  a  convenient  time  and  place,  which 
will  be  announced,  where  opponents  to 
the  order  may  state  their  views  and 
where  the  proponents  of  the  order  can 
explain  its  purpose,  intent,  and  extent. 
Should  any  objection  be  filed,  notice  of 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  as  to 
whether  the  order  should  be  rescinded, 
modified  or  let  stand  will  be  given  to  all 
interested  parties  of  record  and  the  gen¬ 
eral  public. 

E.  V.  Lindseth, 
Acting  Commissioner. 

[F.  R.  Doe.  56-4146;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


Butte  Division,  Klamath  Project, 
California 


[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4145;  Filed,  May  25.  1956; 
8:46  a.  m.J 


Boise  Project,  Idaho 

FIRST  FORM  RECLAMATION  WITHDRAWAL 
November  8, 1954. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  by 
Departmental  Order  No.  2765  of  July  30, 
1954,  I  hereby  withdraw  the  following- 
described  lands  from  public  entry,  under 
the  first  form  of  withdrawal,  as  provided 
by  section  3  of  the  act  of  June  17,  1902 
(32  Stat.  388) : 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
T.  9  N.,  R.  5  E„ 

Sea.  18,  Lots  3  and  4,  Ey2SWy4  and  SEy4; 

Sec.  19,  Lots  1  and  2  and  Ey2NW»4. 

T.  10N..R.  5E., 

Sec.  5,  Lots  3  and  4,  S>/2NWy4  and  SW]4; 

Sec.  6,  all. 

T.  11  N.,  R.  5  E„ 

Sec.  31,Ey2; 

Sec.  32,  N>/2  and  SW  x/4 . 

The  above  areas  aggregate  approxi¬ 
mately  2,134.75  acres. 

E.  V.  Lindseth, 

Acting  Commissioner. 

[68111] 

May  21, 1956. 

I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  be  noted 
accordingly. 

Edward  Woozley, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 


FIRST  FORM  RECLAMATION  WITHDRAWAL 


April  4,  1956. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
by  Departmental  Order  No.  2765  of  July 
30,  1954,  I  hereby  withdraw  the  follow¬ 
ing-described  lands  from  public  entry, 
under  the  first  form  of  withdrawal,  as 
provided  by  section  3  of  the  act  of  June 
17, 1902  (32  Stat.  388) : 

Mount  Diablo  Meridian,  California 
T.  47  N„  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  18,  Si/2  of  Lot  1  of  Nwy4,  Lot  2  of 
NWy4.Ni/2  of  Lot  1  of  swy4. 

T.  47  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  14.  NE>4,  SEi/4SEy4; 

Sec.  22.  NW>4. 

T.  45  N„  R.  2  W„ 

Sec.  1,  Lots  3.  4,  Ni/2NEy4SWy4; 

Sec.  2,  Wi/2  of  Lot  3,  Lot  4; 

Sec.  11,  all; 

Sec.  12,  Wi/2NWy4,  NEi,4NWy4,  NWV4SWy4; 
Sec.  14,  Wi/2Ei/2,  Ni/2SWy4; 

Sec.  15,  NE14,  NE&NWyi,  Ni/2SEy4. 

T.  47  N..  R.  2  W„ 

sec.  28.  sy2Nwy4. 


The  above  areas  aggregate  2,069.08 
acres. 


E.  G.  Nielsen, 
Assistant  Commissioner. 


[71600] 

May  22, 1956. 

I  concur.  The  records  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  be  noted  ac¬ 
cordingly:  Provided,  That  this  order  shall 
be  subject  to  valid  existing  rights. 

Edward  Woozley, 

Director, 

Bureau  of  Land  Management. 


Notice  for  Filing  Objections  to  Order 
Withdrawing  Public  Lands  for  the 
Boise  Project,  Idaho 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  for  a  period 
of  30  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
of  this  notice,  persons  having  cause  to 
object  to  the  terms  of  the  above  order 
withdrawing  certain  public  lands  in  the 
State  of  Idaho,  for  use  in  connection  with 
the  proposed  development  of  the  Garden 
Valley  Reservoir  site,  Boise  Project,  may 
present  their  objections  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior.  Such  objections  should 
be  in  writing,  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  should  be 


Notice  for  Filing  Objections  to  Order 
Withdrawing  Public  Lands  for  the 
Butte  Division  of  the  Klamath  Proj¬ 
ect,  California 

April  4, 1956. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  30  days  from  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice,  persons  having 
cause  to  object  to  the  terms  of  the  above 
order  withdrawing  certain  public  lands 
in  the  State  of  California,  for  use  in 
connection  with  the  proposed  Butte  Di¬ 
vision  of  the  Klamath  Project,  may  pre¬ 
sent  their  objections  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior.  Such  objections  should  be 
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in  writing,  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  should  be 
filed  in  duplicate  in  the  Department  of 
the  Interior,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

In  case  any  objection  is  filed  and  the 
nature  of  the  opposition  is  such  as  to 
warrant  it,  a  public  hearing  will  be  held 
at  a  convenient  time  and  place,  which 
will  be  announced,  where  opponents  to 
the  order  may  state  their  views  and 
where  the  proponents  of  the  order  can 
explain  its  purpose,  intent,  and  extent. 
Should  any  objection  be  filed,  notice  of 
the  determination  by  the  Secretary  as 
to  whether  the  order  should  be  rescinded, 
modified  or  let  stand  will  be  given  to  all 
interested  parties  of  record  and  the  gen¬ 
eral  public. 

E.  G.  Nielsen, 
Assistant  Commissioner. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  56-4147;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:47  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Federal  Maritime  Board 

[Docket  No.  S-63] 

American  President  Lines,  Ltd. 

NOTICE  OF  HEARING  ON  APPLICATION  FOR 
INCREASE  IN  NUMBER  OF  SUBSIDIZED 
SAILINGS 

A  public  hearing  will  be  held  under  sec¬ 
tion  605  (c)  and  section  805  (a)  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended 
(46  U.  S.  C.  1175  and  1223),  upon  an  ap¬ 
plication  of  American  President  Lines, 
Ltd.,  for  an  increase  in  the  number  of 
subsidized  sailings  under  its  operating- 
differential  subsidy  agreement  from  a 
minimum  of  12  and  a  maximum  of  16 
subsidized  sailings  per  year,  to  a  mini¬ 
mum  of  24  and  a  maximum  of  28  per  year, 
in  the  Atlantic/Straits  Service  on  Trade 
Route  No.  17,  described  as  follows: 

From  New  York  (other  Atlantic  ports  as 
traffic  offers)  via  the  Panama  Canal,  Los 
Angeles  and /or  San  Francisco  to  a  Philippine 
port,  Hong  Kong,  not  less  than  six  ports  (in¬ 
cluding  Singapore)  in  Malaya  /Indonesia, 
thence  to  Los  Angeles,  and  via  the  Panama 
Canal,  to  New  York,  calling  (as  Traffic  offers 
and  schedules  permit)  (a)  at  Hong  Kong, 
homebound;  (b)  at  Indochina  and  Thailand; 
(c)  at  Guam  outbound;  (d)  at  one  or  two 
Philippine  outports  homebound  in  addition 
to  Manila;  and  (e)  at  San  Francisco  home- 
bound  solely  for  the  purpose  of  discharging 
foreign  cargoes  and  then  only  if  no  calls  on 
the  homebound  leg  have  been  made  at 
Philippine  outports. 

The  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  re¬ 
ceive  evidence  relevant  to  the  following: 
(1)  Whether  the  application  is  one  with 
respect  to  a  vessel  or  vessels  to  be  oper¬ 
ated  on  a  service,  route,  or  line  served  by 
citizens  of  the  United  States  which 
would  be  in  addition  to  the  existing 
service,  or  services,  and,  if  so,  whether 
the  service  already  provided  by  vessels 
of  United  States  registry  in  such  service, 
route,  or  line  is  inadequate,  and  in  the 
accomplishment  of  the  purposes  and  pol¬ 
icy  of  the  act  additional  vessels  should 
be  operated  thereon;  (2)  whether  the 
application  is  one  with  respect  to  a  ves¬ 
sel  operated  or  to  be  operated  in  a  serv¬ 
ice,  route,  or  line  served  by  two  or  more 
citizens  of  the  United  States  with  vessels 
of  United  States  registry,  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  effect  of  the  subsidy  con¬ 


tract  would  be  to  give  undue  advantage 
or  be  unduly  prejudicial,  as  between 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  the  oper¬ 
ation  of  vessels  in  competitive  services, 
routes,  or  lines;  (3)  whether  it  is  neces-- 
sary  to  enter  into  such  contract  in  order 
to  provide  adequate  service  by  vessels  of 
United  States  registry;  and  (4)  whether 
granting  the  application  will  result  in 
unfair  competition  to  any  person,  firm, 
or  corporation  operating  exclusively  in 
the  coastwise  or  intercoastal  service  or 
be  prejudicial  to  the  objects  and  policy 
of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936  (46 
U.  S.  C.  1101  et  seq.). 

The  Hearing  will  be  conducted  before 
an  Examiner  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
announced  in  accordance  with  the 
Board’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
and  a  recommended  decision  will  be  is¬ 
sued. 

All  persons  (including  individuals, 
corporations,  associations,  firms,  part¬ 
nerships,  and  public  bodies)  desiring  to 
intervene  in  this  proceeding  are  request¬ 
ed  to  notify  the  Board  within  fifteen  (15) 
days  from  publication  hereof  and  should 
promptly  file  petitions  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  said  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

Dated:  May  23, 1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  A.  Viehmann, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4161;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:49  a.  m.J 


COMPAGNIE  NAVIERA  INDEPENDENCIA  AND 
J.  FRITZEN  &  SOHN 

NOTICE  OF  AGREEMENT  FILED  WITH  BOARD 
FOR  APPROVAL. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  described  agreement  has  been 
filed  with  the  Board  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916,  as  amended;  39  Stat.  733,  46 
U.  S.  C.  814. 

Agreement  No.  8087,  between  Com- 
pagnie  Naviera  Independencia  (Inde¬ 
pendence  Line)  and  J.  Fritzen  &  Sohn, 
provides  for  the  operation  by  Compag- 
nie  Naviera  Independencia  in  its  com¬ 
mon  carrier  service  of  vessels  furnished 
by  it  and  by  J.  Fritzen  &  Sohn  or  jointly 
by  both  parties,  and  sets  forth  the  agreed 
formula  for  the  apportionment  of  the 
results  of  such  operation. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Regulation  Office,  Federal  Maritime 
Board,  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  may  sub¬ 
mit,  within  20  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register, 
written  statements  with  reference  to 
the  agreement  and  their  position  as  to 
approval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Board. 

Dated:  May  23,  1956. 

[seal]  Geo.  A.  Viehmann, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4162;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  10285,  etc.;  FCC  56M-504] 

Port  Arthur  College  et  al. 

ORDER  CONTROLLING  THE  CONDUCT  OF 
HEARING 

May  17,  1956. 

In  re  applications  of  Port  Arthur  Col¬ 
lege,  Port  Arthur,  Texas,  Docket  No. 
1C285,  File  No.  BPCT^839;  Joe  B.  Carri- 
gan.  Trustee  and  James  K.  Smith,  a 
partnership,  d/b  as  Smith  Radio  Com¬ 
pany,  Port  Arthur,  Texas,  Docket  No. 
10352,  File  No.  BPCT-1013;  Jefferson 
Amusement  Company,  Port  Arthur, 
Texas,  Docket  No.  10779,  File  No.  BPCT- 
1440;  for  construction  permits  for  new 
television  broadcast  stations  (Channel 
4). 

Appearances.  John  P.  Southmayd,  on 
behalf  of  Port  Arthur  College;  Maurice 
M.  Jansky  and  Joe  B.  Carrigan,  on  behalf 
of  Joe  B.  Carrigan,  Trustee  and  James 
K.  Smith,  a  partnership  d/b  as  Smith 
Radio  Company;  John  Erie  Stephen  and 
Carl  D.  Levy,  on  behalf  of  Jefferson 
Amusement  Company;  and  Earl  C. 
Walck,  on  behalf  of  the  Chief,  Broadcast 
Bureau,  Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission. 

1.  The  pre-hearing  conference  called 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  1.813  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  was  held. May  4, 
1956.  The  parties  attending  were  those 
indicated  in  the  appearances  above. 

2.  Prior  evidentiary  hearing  in  this 
proceeding  was  held  May  6, 1953,  and  the 
record  of  the  hearing  on  that  date  is 
part  of  the  record  in  this  proceeding. 

3.  The  Commission’s  order  adopted 
April  25, 1956,  released  May  1, 1956,  spec¬ 
ified  the  following  four  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  legal,  technical,  fi¬ 
nancial  and  other  qualifications  of  the  ap¬ 
plicants  to  construct  and  operate  the  pro¬ 
posed  stations. 

2.  To  determine  the  type  and  character 

of  the  program  services  proposed  to  be  ren¬ 
dered  and  whether  they  would  meet  the 
needs  of  the  communities  and  areas  within 
the  Grade  A  and  Grade  B  field  intensity 
contours.  • 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  construction 
and  operation  of  the  proposed  stations  would 
be  in  compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  and  Regulations  governing  television 
broadcast  stations. 

4.  To  determine  on  a  comparative  basis 
which,  if  any,  of  the  above-entitled  appli¬ 
cations  should  be  granted. 

4.  The  Hearing  Examiner  construes 
the  Commission  order  of  April  25,  1956, 
to  mean  that  the  above  four  issues  are 
the  only  issues  to  be  resolved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  the  reasons  for  such  interpreta¬ 
tion  being  stated  at  the  hearing  confer¬ 
ence  on  May  4,  1956.  Two  issues  origi¬ 
nally  specified  in  the  Commission’s  order 
of  July  11,  1952.  as  amended  by  order  of 
November  5,  1952,  are  not  now  applica¬ 
ble  to  this  proceeding.1 


1 A  307  (b)  issue  was  inserted  on  November 
5,  1952,  because  at  that  time  one  of  the  ap¬ 
plicants,  Lufkin  Amusement  Company  (now 
dismissed),  specified  its  principal  studio  to 
be  in  Beaumont,  Texas.  The  second  issue 
related  to  a  possible  hazard  to  air  navigation. 
This  has  been  rendered  moot  by  a  favorable 
report  of  the  Air  Space  Subcommittee. 


Saturday,  May  26,  1956 
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5.  The  Commission  has  not  questioned 
the  legal,  technical,  financial  or  other 
qualifications  of  any  of  the  three  appli¬ 
cants  as  is  contemplated  by  section  309 
(b)  of  the  act.  The  issues  as  presently 
framed  are  the  same  as  those  originally 
adopted  by  the  Commission  on  July  11, 
1952,  prior  to  the  amendment  of  section 
309  (b)  of  the  Communications  Act. 
The  Examiner  rules  that  appropriate  ex¬ 
hibits  reflecting  the  legal,  technical  and 
financial  qualifications  of  the  applicant, 
if  consistent  with  the  application,  upon 
being  received  in  evidence,  will  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  create  a  rebuttal  presumption 
that  the  applicant  is  legally,  technically 
and  financially  qualified. 

6.  Each  of  the  applicants  stipulates 
that: 

(a)  The  successful  applicant  will  be 
able  to  obtain  an  affiliation  with  one  of 
the  three  television  networks. 

(b)  The  sources  of  film  for  recorded 
programming  available  to  one  are  equally 
available  to  the  other. 

Such  stipulations,  however,  are  with¬ 
out  prejudice  to  the  right  of  any  appli¬ 
cant  to  show  that  the  over-all  program¬ 
ming  proposed  by  him  or  the  integration 
of  network,  film  and  locally  originated 
programming  as  proposed  by  him  is  su¬ 
perior  to  that  proposed  by  either  of  the 
other  applicants. 

7.  The  exhibits  to  be  introduced  in 
evidence  by  each  party  will  be  numbered 
consecutively  and  carry  identifying  sym¬ 
bols  as  follows:  For  Port  Arthur  College, 
the  words  “Port  Arthur”;  for  Smith  Ra¬ 
dio  Company,  the  words  “Smith  Ra¬ 
dio”  ;  for  Jefferson  Amusement  Company, 
the  word  “Jefferson”;  and  for  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  FCC,  the  letters 
“FCC.” 

8.  The  exhibits  to  be  prepared  and  ex¬ 
changed  are  as  follows: 

Exhibit  1— Background  and  experience. 
Exhibit  2 — Integration  of  ownership  with 
management. 

Exhibit  3 — Past  operation  of  broadcast 
stations. 

Exhibit  4 — Programs — proposed  TV  pro¬ 
grams  with  particular  reference  to  locally 
originated  programs  as  distinguished  from 
network  or  film  presentation. 

Exhibit  5 — Studies  and  surveys. 

Exhibit  6 — Studio,  transmitter,  and  aux¬ 
iliary  broadcast  equipment. 

Exhibit  7 — Studio,  office,  and  transmitter 
building  facilities. 

Exhibit  8 — Management  and  staffing  plans. 
Exhibit  9 — Legal  qualifications. 

Exhibit  10 — Financial  qualifications. 

9.  Each  applicant  shall  exercise  its 
own  discretion  as  to  the  organization  and 
completeness  of  the  exhibits  he  proposes 
to  exchange  and  offer  in  evidence.  The 
exhibits  as  exchanged  shall  contain  all 
material  deemed  necessary  by  the  appli¬ 
cant  to  establish  his  affirmative  case. 
The  exhibits  may  contain  narrative 
statements.  They  may  contain  deposi¬ 
tions.  The  facts  stated  in  one  exhibit 
may  be  but  need  not  be  restated  in  an¬ 
other  or  other  exhibits  even  though  they 
may  be  pertinent  thereto.  Within  the 
ten  exhibits  identified  in  paragraph  8, 
the  applicant  will  be  able  to  make  an 
affirmative  showing  with  respect  to  all  of 
the  issues  presently  involved  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  If  in  addition  to  an  affirmative 
showing  a  party  wishes  to  include  other 


material  in  the  nature  of  anticipated 
reply  or  rebuttal  exhibits,  he  may  do  so. 

10.  The  exhibits  referred  to  in  para¬ 
graphs  8  and  9  shall  be  exchanged  with 
other  parties  to  the  proceeding  on  or  be¬ 
fore  Monday,  July  2, 1956.  It  is  contem¬ 
plated  that  after  the  exchange  of  the 
exhibits,  counsel  for  each  party  shall  en¬ 
deavor,  through  informal  conferences,  to 
obtain  such  other  information  as  may  be 
necessary  to  explain  or  clarify  the  exhibit 
or  exhibits  of  the  other  parties.  In  the 
event  this  information  cannot  be  ob¬ 
tained  on  an  informal  basis,  the  Hearing 
Examiner  will  rule  on  the  relevancy  of 
the  request  for  such  information  at  the 
hearing  on  July  30, 1956. 

11.  At  the  hearing  on  July  30,  1956: 

a.  The  Hearing  Examiner  will  receive 
in  evidence  those  exhibits  which  were 
exchanged  on  July  2, 1956,  to  which  there 
are  no  objections  and  such  other  exhibits 
which,  after  objections,  are  found  to  be 
admissible,  reserving  ruling  in  instances 
where  the  presence  of  a  witness  is  neces¬ 
sary  or  desirable  before  acting  on  the 
objections. 

b.  Counsel  for  each  party  will  identify 
the  witness  or  witnesses  of  the  other 
parties  desired  for  cross-examination  or 
in  the  absence  of  the  identity  of  the  wit¬ 
ness,  the  subject  material  to  be  explored 
on  cross-examination. 

c.  The  Hearing  Examiner  shall  specify 
the  dates  for  further  hearing,  the  cross- 
examination  of  witnesses,  the  exchange 
of  reply  or  rebuttal  exhibits  and  take 
such  other  action  as  may  be  appropriate. 

It  is  so  ordered.  This  the  17th  day  of 
May  1956. 

Released:  May  21, 1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4148;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  11417,  11418;  FCC  56M-506] 

Taylor  Broadcasting  Co.  and  Garden  of 
the  Gods  Broadcasting  Co. 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING  CONFERENCE 

In  re  applications  of  Taylor  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Docket  No.  11417,  File  No.  BP-9439; 
Garden  of  the  Gods  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany,  Manitou  Springs,  Colorado,  Docket 
No.  11418,  File  No.  BP-9462;  for  con¬ 
struction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  request  for  continuance 
filed  by  Garden  of  the  Gods  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Company  on  May  11,  1956; 

It  appearing  that  the  dates  currently 
established  for  the  exchange  of  exhibits 
and  for  a  further  hearing  conference  are 
May  21,  and  May  31,  1956,  respectively; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  petitioner 
has  shown  good  cause  for  this  request 
and  that  all  parties  to  the  proceeding 
have  given  their  consent  to  the  continu¬ 
ance; 

It  is  ordered.  This  21st  day  of  May 
1956,  that  the  petition  of  Garden  of  the 


Gods  Broadcasting  Company  is  granted 
and  that  the  date  for  exchange  of  ex¬ 
hibits  is  continued  to  June  4,  1956,  and 
the  date  for  further  hearing  conference 
is  continued  to  June  14,  1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4149;  Filed,  May  25,  1956 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  11565, 11566;  FCC  56M-505] 

Rollins  Broadcasting  of  Delaware,  Inc., 
and  Franklin  Broadcasting  Co. 

ORDER  SCHEDULING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  Rollins  Broad¬ 
casting  of  Delaware,  Inc.,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania,  Docket  No.  11565,  File  No. 
BP-9500;  Lawrence  M.  C.  Smith,  tr/as 
Franklin  Broadcasting  Company,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania,  Docket  No.  11566, 
File  No.  BP-9633;  for  construction 
permits. 

Appearances.  Mr.  Leonard  H.  Marks 
of  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  behalf  of  Rol¬ 
lins  Broadcasting  of  Delaware,  Inc.;  Mr. 
Lucien  Hilmer  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
behalf  of  Franklin  Broadcasting  Com¬ 
pany;  and  Mr.  Richard  E.  Ely  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  on  behalf  of  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Commission. 

1.  Pursuant  to  orders  previously  en¬ 
tered  a  prehearing  conference  was  held 
on  Thursday,  May  17,  1956,  at  which  the 
parties  were  represented  by  counsel  as 
indicated  in  the  statement  of  appear¬ 
ances  above.  The  transcript  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings,  being  Volume  2,  is  made  a  part 
of  the  record;  the  actions  taken  and  the 
determinations  made  at  the  conference 
are  set  out  herein. 

2.  The  order  of  designation  named  as 
a  party  the  Wm.  Penn  Broadcasting 
Company,  licensee  of  Station  WPEN ;  by 
written  statement  filed  in  the  docket  rec¬ 
ord  this  respondent  indicated  that  it  did 
not  intend  to  participate  in  the  hearing, 
and  it  has  not  appeared  or  been  repre¬ 
sented  by  counsel  at  any  stage  of  this 
proceeding;  accordingly,  notices  of 
pleadings  or  of  further  proceedings  will 
not  be  required  to  be  served  upon  the 
said  respondent. 

3.  The  original  order  of  designation 
included  the  mutually  exclusive  applica¬ 
tion  of  Miners  Broadcasting  Service,  Inc. 
(Docket  No.  11564)  for  broadcast  facili¬ 
ties  at  West  Chester,  Pennsylvania,  and 
specified  in  issues  6  and  7  inquiries  re¬ 
lating  to  engineering  matters  applicable 
only  to  that  proposal  and  to  the  facility 
allocation  requirements  of  section  307 
(b)  of  the  Communications  Act.  This 
third  application  was  dismissed  by  order 
dated  December  22,  1955,  and  accord¬ 
ingly  issues  6  and  7  as  originally  specified 
are  now  moot  and  no  further  considera¬ 
tion  of  this  proceeding  will  be  accorded 
to  the  matters  therein  stated. 

4.  The  originally  stated  issue  4  di¬ 
rected  inquiry  regarding  the  possibility 
that  the  antenna  structure  proposed  by 
each  applicant  might  constitute  a  hazard 
to  air  navigation.  Bureau  counsel 


NOTICES 


stated  that  the  suggested  problem  has  area,  as  well  as  a  showing  of  the  primary  out  hearing,  respondents  having  waived 
been  administratively  resolved  favorably  services  available  to  the  proposed  inter-  hearing. 

to  the  proposals  herein,  and  that  no  ference  areas.  Counsel  for  the  appli-  Federal  Communications 

question  remains  upon  the  air  navigation  cants  agreed  in  general  that  the  desired  Commission, 

hazard  matter.  Accordingly,  issue  4  is  information  would  be  developed  and  [seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 
eliminated  and  no  evidence  or  findings  presented.  Secretary. 

thereunder  will  be  developed  or  consid-  9.  Counsel  for  the  parties  agreed,  and  R  Doc  56-4151;  Piled,  May  25,  1956; 
ered.  accordingly  it  is  expected,  that  the  con-  ’  *  8:47a.m.] 

5.  The  order  of  designation  authorized  suiting  engineers  for  each  applicant  and 
the  Hearing  Examiner,  upon  his  own  mo-  for  Broadcast  Bureau  will  meet  in  con- 

tion  or  on  the  request  of  any  party,  to  ference  or  conferences  for  the  purpose  [Docket  No.  11693] 

add  an  issue  permitting  inquiry  about  of  discussing  and  developing  the  engi- 

the  sufficiency  of  funds  to  effectuate  the  neering  evidence  to  be  offered  in  this  Southern  Bell  Telephone  and 

operations  proposed.  No  reason  has  proceeding.  It  is  anticipated  that  such  Telegraph  Co. 

been  made  to  appear  for  the  addition  of  engineering  conferenced  will  resolve  sub-  order  assigning  matter  for  public 

such  an  issue  upon  the  Hearing  Examin-  stantially  all  disagreements  that  might  hearing 

er’s  own  motion ;  however,  any  party  may  otherwise  arise  at  the  hearing,  and  that  .  , .  -  .  ..  ..* 

request  the  addition  of  that  issue  by  the  engineering  evidence  in  most  areas  IP  tPe  matter  01  tne  application 

petition  which  may  be  filed  on  or  before  will  thus  be  presented  in  stipulated  affi-  01  fa?uriern  Beli  nww 

June  18,  1956,  and  consideration  of  and  davits  and  exhibits.  The  time  and  place  ^rapp  IJocKet'  1Ab9d’  *lle 

ruling  upon  such  petition,  if  any,  will  be  for  such  conferences  were  not  etsab-  No* *  1®r?'  c®rtincate  upaer 

accorded  at  the  further  prehearing  con-  lished,  but  they  will  be  completed  so  as  to  (a)  01  Communications 

ference  on  June  20  as  hereinafter  or-  enable  the  parties  to  submit  and  ex-  Ac.^  as  amended,  to  acqune  cer- 

dered.  change  the  engineering  exhibits  on  or  tain  telephone  plant  and  properties  oi 

6.  Under  §  1.841  (e)  of  the  Commis-  before  Monday,  June  18,  1956.  Accord-  HlS.ks  and  wife,  Maude  M.  Hicks 

sion’s  rules  any  party  may  submit  timely  ingly,  the  exchange  of  the  direct  affirma-  as  Arrays  vine  leiepnone  company 

and  reasonable  requests  for  additional  tive  case  exhibits  upon  engineering  mat-  at  Graysvilie,  lennessee. 
information  upon  the  matters  there  set  ters,  as  contemplated  by  §  1.841  (a),  will  T,he  Commission  having  under  consid- 
out.  Requests  for  additional  information  be  accomplished  on  or  before  Monday,  ^ration  an  application  filed  by  Southerr 
in  those  areas  should  be  made  as  soon  June  18,  1956.  ?ell  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company 

as  it  is  reasonably  feasible  to  do  so,  and  10.  A  further  prehearing  conference  *pr  a  ceitificate  under  section  221  (a)  o] 
in  any  event  not  later  than  June  18,  as  provided  for  in  §  1.841  (c)  will  be  the  ^°*?n?i!niCx£!ons  Act  P*  1934.’  a5 
1956.  Any  request  for  additional  inf  or-  commenced  at  10:00  a.  m.  on  Wednesday,  tha.t  the  proposed  acquisitior 

mation  submitted  after  that  date  will  be  June  20,  and  the  hearing  of  evidence  will  py  boutyern  13611  leiepnone  ana  leie 
considered  untimely  unless  a  showing  of  be  commenced  on  Wednesday,  June  27,  &rapn  company  01  ceiMtain  teiepnom 
good  cause  for  the  delay  is  made.  If  dis-  1956.  piant  and  properties  of  E  B.  Hicks  am 

agreements  arise  concerning  the  addi-  Accordingly ,  it  is  ordered.  This  18th  Maude  M.  Hicks,  d/b  as  Graysvilli 

tional  information  request  matters,  con-  day  of  May  1956,  that  the  order  of  April  Telephone  Company  furnishing  tele 
sideration  and  appropriate  rulings  will  17, 1956,  which  set  this  matter  for  further  Phone  service  in  and  around  Graysvilie 
be  accorded  thereto  at  the  further  pre-  hearing  on  June  18,  1956,  be  and  it  is  Tennessee,  will  be  of  advantage  to  tlr 
hearing  conference  on  June  20.  hereby  set  aside;  and  persons  to  whom  service  is  to  be  renderec 

7.  The  parties  shall  exchange  the  di-  It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  further  ana  in  tne  puDiic  interest; ,  ^ 

rect  affirmative  case  exhibits  upon  non-  prehearing  conference  and  the  hearing  A?  ls  oraerea>  *lst  aay . 01  Ma: 

engineering  matters  (the  comparative  of  evidence  shall  be  commenced  at  10:00  lOoo.  tnat  pursuant  to  tne  provisions  o 
inquiry  area)  as  required  by  §  1.841  (a)  a.  m.  on  Wednesday,  June  20,  and  Wed-  secuon  (a)  01  tn5  V°]pmuPlcatlon 
on  or  before  Wednesday,  June  13,  1956.  nesday,  June  27,  1956,  at  the  offices  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above  ap 

One  copy  each  of  the  exchanged  exhibits  the  Commission  in  Washington,  D.  C.;  Pllcation  is  assigned  for  public  h6al:in 
here  contemplated,  and  as  in  paragraph  and  *?r  the  purppse  of  determining  whethe 

9  below,  will  be  supplied  at  the  time  of  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  provi-  the  pr  opfse.cf  ac(lulsltl0P  be  °f  ad 
exchange  to  Bureau  counsel  and  to  the  sions  of  this  order,  unless  modified  or  set  yanta§6  to  the  persons  to  whom  servic 
Hearing  Examiner.  aside,  shall  govern  the  course  of  the  s  to  hf  rendered  and  in  the  publi 

8.  Bureau  counsel  advised  the  appli-  conduct  of  the  hearing  in  this  proceed-  interest, 

cants,  by  statements  made  on  the  record,  ing.  11  ts  >u^her  °r.derJd’  Thatthe  hearm 

that  the  Broadcast  Bureau  desires  that  Roipncpd- Mnv 21  lQ'ifi  upon  said  application  be  held  at  th 

the  engineering  evidence  lor  the  appli-  Released-  MW  21. 195B-  offices  of  the  Commission  m  Washingtoi 

cants  shall  show,  among  other  facts:  Federal  Communications  “inning  a,t  10.00  a.  na«,  °n  th 

the  5  mv/m  and  2  mv/m  contours  of  the  Commission,  2It?u^ay  Ju  and  ?at  a 

proposed  station  in  relation  to  the  [seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris,  of  this  order  shall  be  served  upon  th 

boundaries  and  area  and  population  of  Secretary.  Governor  of  the  State  of  Tennessei 

the  city  of  Philadelphia;  the  normally  [p  r  dqC  56-4150-  Filed  May  25  1956*  Tennessee  Pu blic  Service  Commissioi 
protected  0.5  mv/m,  and  the  interfer-  1  _  8:47  a  m  ]  Y  ’  Southern  Bell  Telephone  and  Telegrap 

ence  free  0.5  mv/m  contours  of  the  pro-  £,ni?a?y’  ?’  Hl^kS  wie\  Maud 

posed  station  and  the  areas  and  popula-  ™  Hicks,  d/b  as  Giaysville  Teiephon 

tions  therein;  a  map  or  maps  showing  Company,  and  the  Postmaster  of  Grays 

the  service  contours  of  the  proposed  sta-  [Docket  No.  11641;  FCC  56M-509]  ville,  Tennessee ,  and 

tion  and  the  primary  service  contours 
of  other  stations  serving  the  areas  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  served,  as  well  as  tabulations 
of  the  other  available  services  indicating 
the  minimum  and  maximum  number  of 
services  available  throughout  the  area, 
but  if  nine  or  more  services  are  availa¬ 
ble  then  the  map  depictions  of  the  multi¬ 
ple  service  contours  will  not  be  requested; 
if  interference  is  proposed  to  Stations 
WJWL,  WTTN  or  WCBS  then  as  to  such 
stations  a  showing  of  their  normally  pro- 
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Saturday ,  May  26,  1956 


[Docket  No.  11694] 

Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Co. 

ORDER  ASSIGNING  MATTER  FOR  PUBLIC 
HEARING 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
The  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Company, 
Docket  No.  11694,  Pile  No.  P-C-3747; 
for  a  certificate  under  section  221  (a) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  to  acquire  certain  telephone 
plant  and  properties  of  The  Trail  Run 
Telephone  Company  at  Ply,  Ohio. 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  an  application  filed  by  The 
Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Company  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  under  section  221  (a)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  that  the  proposed  acquisition  by  The 
Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Company  of  certain 
telephone  plant  and  properties  of  The 
Trail  Run  Telephone  Company  furnish¬ 
ing  telephone  service  in  the  community 
of  Trail  Run  and  surrounding  territory 
in  Monroe  County,  Ohio,  and  in  the  vil¬ 
lage  of  New  Matamoras  and  community 
of  Newport  and  surrounding  territory  in 
Washington  County*  Ohio  will  be  of  ad¬ 
vantage  to  the  persons  to  whom  service 
is  to  be  rendered  and  in  the  public 
interest*  * 

It  is  ordered.  This  21st  day  of  May 
1956,  that  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
section  221  (a)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above  ap¬ 
plication  is  assigned  for  public  hearing 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
the  proposed  acquisition  will  be  of  ad¬ 
vantage  to  the  persons  to  whom  service 
is  to  be  rendered  and  in  the  public 
interest; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  hearing 
upon  said  application  be  held  at  the  of¬ 
fices  of  the  Commission  in  Washington, 
D.  C.,  beginning  at  2:00  p.  m.,  on  the  27th 
day  of  June  1956,  and  that  a  copy  of  this 
order  shall  be  served  upon  the  Governor 
of  the  State  of  Ohio,  State  of  Ohio  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  The  Ohio  Bell  Tele¬ 
phone  Company,  The  Trail  Run  Tele¬ 
phone  Company,  and  the  Postmasters  of 
Fly,  New  Matamoras  and  Newport,  Ohio; 
and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  within  ten 
days  after  the  receipt  from  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  a  copy  of  this  order,  the  applicant 
herein  shall  cause  a  copy  hereof  to  be 
published  in  a  newspaper  or  newspapers 
having  general  circulation  in  the  com¬ 
munity  of  Trail  Run  and  surrounding 
territory  in  Monroe  County,  Ohio,  and 
in  the  village  of  New  Matamoras  and 
community  of  Newport  and  surrounding 
territory  in  Washington  County,  Ohio 
and  shall  furnish  proof  of  such  publica¬ 
tion  at  the  hearing  herein. 

Released:  May  22, 1956. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4153;  Filed,  May  85,  1956; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-9928,  etc.] 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.  et  al. 

notice  of  applications  and  date  of 

HEARING 

May  21, 1956. 

In  the  matters  of  Gulf  Oil  Corporation, 
Docket  No.  G-9928 ;  Natural  Gas'Pipeline 
Company  of  America,  Docket  No.  G- 
9934;  The  Shamrock  Oil  and  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration,  Docket  No.  G-10072;  The  Su¬ 
perior  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  G-10108 ; 
Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company,  Docket  No. 
G-10119. 

Gulf  Oil  Corporation  (Gulf),  a  Penn¬ 
sylvania  corporation  with  principal  place 
of  business  at  P.  O.  Box  1166,  Pittsburgh 
30,  Pennsylvania,  filed,  on  January  26, 
1956,  in  Docket  No.  G-9928,  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  certificate  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section 
7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (act) ,  au¬ 
thorizing  Gulf  to  render  service  as  here¬ 
inafter  described,  subject  to  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully 
represented  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
for  public  inspection. 

The  Shamrock  Oil  and  Gas  Corpora¬ 
tion  (Shamrock),  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion  whose  address  is  P.  O.  Box  631, 
Amarillo,  Texas,  filed,  on  March  8,  1956, 
in  Docket  No.  G-10072,  an  application 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity,  pursuant  to  section  7  (c) 
of  the  act,  authorizing  Shamrock  to 
render  service  as  hereinafter  described, 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  all  as  more  fully  represented 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 

The  Superior  Oil  Company  (Superior) , 
a  California  corporation  with  principal 
place  of  business  at  930  Edison  Building, 
Los  Angeles  17,  California,  filed,  on 
March  16,  1956,  in  Docket  No.  G-10108, 
an  application  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity,  pursuant  to 
section  7  (c)  of  the  act,  authorizing  Su¬ 
perior  to  render  service  as  hereinafter 
described,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 

Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company  (Sin¬ 
clair),  a  Maine  corporation  with  prin¬ 
cipal  place  of  business  at  Sinclair  Build¬ 
ing,  Tenth  and  Boston,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma, 
filed,  on  March  19,  1956,  in  Docket  No. 
G-10119,  an  application  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity,  au¬ 
thorizing  Sinclair  to  render  service  as 
hereinafter  described,  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  all  as 
more  fully  represented  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  for  public  inspection. 

Applicants  Gulf,  Shamrock,  Superior 
and  Sinclair  propose  to  sell  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  as  described  be¬ 
low  to  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  for  resale. 


Docket  No.;  Applicant;  and  Source  of  Gas 

G-9928;  Gulf  Oil  Corporation;  Quinduno 
(Lower  Albany  Dolomite)  oil  field  and 
Quinduno  (Strawn)  Field,  Roberts  County, 
Tex. 

G-10072;  The  Shamrock  Oil  and  Gas  Cor¬ 
poration;  Quinduno  (Lower  Albany  Dolo¬ 
mite  )  oil  field,  Roberts  County,  Tex. 

G-10108;  The  Superior  Oil  Company;  Lower 
Albany  Formation  and  granite  wash  forma¬ 
tion  of  Pennsylvanian  age,  Quinduno  Field, 
Roberts  County,  Tex. 

G-10119;  Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Company; 
Quinduno  Field,  Roberts  County,  Tex. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural),  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion  with  principal  place  of  business  at 
20  North  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago  6,  111- 
nois,  filed,  on  January  27,  1956,  as  sup¬ 
plemented  March  6,  1956,  in  Docket  No. 
G-9934,  an  application  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7  (a)  of  the  act,  author¬ 
izing  Natural  to  construct  and  operate, 
as  integral  parts  of  its  existing  or  author¬ 
ized  natural  gas  system,  certain  natural 
gas  facilities  as  hereinafter  described, 
which  are  necessary  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  and  sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce,  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
natural  gas  from  Gulf,  Shamrock,  Su¬ 
perior  and  Sinclair  in  Quinduno  Field, 
Roberts  County,  Texas. 

The  facilities  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  by  Natural  consist 
of: 

(1)  Approximately  25  miles  of  12-inch 
pipeline  extending  from  Quinduno  Field, 
Roberts  County,  Texas,  to  a  point  of  con¬ 
nection  with  Natural’s  existing  24  inch 
Carson-Gray  Counties  main  trunk  gath¬ 
ering  pipeline  together  with  (a)  a  1,980 
horsepower  field  compressor  station  to  be 
located  at  a  central  point  in  the  Quin¬ 
duno  Field,  (b)  a  hydrogen  sulphide  re¬ 
moval  plant  to  be  installed  at  the  said 
compressor  station  site,  (c)  approxi¬ 
mately  11  miles  of  6  to  16  inch  field 
lines  and  (d)  metering  and  other  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities. 

The  estimated  total  cost  of  these  fa¬ 
cilities,  which  will  be  used  to  take  ap¬ 
proximately  13,500  Mcf  of  gas  per  day 
from  Gulf  in  Quinduno  Field,  is  approxi¬ 
mately  $2,664,400.  The  cost  is  to  be 
financed  through  short  term  bank  loans. 

(2)  One  3,300  horsepower  field  com¬ 
pressor  station  to  be  located  at  a  central 
point  in  the  Quinduno  Field  which  is 
estimated  to  cost  approximately  $350,000, 
together  with  various  field  lines  and 
metering  facilities  which  are  estimated 
to  cost  approximately  $252,000. 

These  facilities  will  be  used  to  take  ap¬ 
proximately  6,500  Mcf  of  gas  per  day 
from  Shamrock,  Superior  and  Sinclair  in 
Quinduno  Field. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  all  of  the 
foregoing  facilities  is  stated  to  be  $3,266,- 
300. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
as  promptly  as  possible  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
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the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Thursday,  June 
14, 1956  at  9:30  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  '  441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  involved 
in  and  the  issues  presented  by  such  ap¬ 
plications:  Provided,  however.  That  the 
Commission  may,  after  a  non-contested 
hearing,  dispose  of  the  proceedings  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  1.30  (c) 
(1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure.  Under  the  pro¬ 
cedure  herein  provided  for,  unless  other¬ 
wise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
Applicants  to  appear  or  be  represented  at 
the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
June  7,  1956.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Leon  M.  Fuquay, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4154;  Filed,  May  25,  1966; 

8:48  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

I  File  No.  24D-1759] 

York  Oil  and  Uranium  Co. 

ORDER  TEMPORARILY  SUSPENDING  EXEMP¬ 
TION,  STATEMENT  OF  REASONS  THEREFOR, 

AND  NOTICE  OF  OPPORTUNITY  FOR  HEARING 

May  22,  1956. 

I.  York  Oil  and  Uranium  Company,  a 
Wyoming  corporation  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “issuer”),  P.  O.  Box  348, 
Newcastle,  Wyoming,  having  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  June  3, 1955,  a  notifi¬ 
cation  on  Form  1-A  and  an  offering  cir¬ 
cular,  and  subsequently  having  filed 
amendments  thereto,  relating  to  a  pro¬ 
posed  public  offering  of  10,000,000  shares 
of  common  capital  stock,  par  value  2 
cents  per  share,  at  2  cents  per  share  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemption 
from  the  registration  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3  (b) 
thereof  and  Regulation  A  promulgated 
thereunder;  and 

II.  The  Commission  having  reasonable 
\  grounds  to  believe  that: 

A.  The  notification  and  the  offering 
circular  contain  untrue  statements  of 
material  facts  and  omit  to  state  material 
facts  necessary  in  order  to  make  the 
statements  made  in  light  of  the  circum¬ 
stances  under  which  they  were  made  not 
misleading,  particularly  in  that: 

1.  Item  3  (a)  of  the  notification  and 
the  offering  circular  under  the  heading 
“Capitalization”  failed  to  disclose  that 
on  June  1,  1955,  the  issuer  had  con¬ 
tracted  to  issue  additional  shares  of  com¬ 
mon  stock  with  a  par  value  of  $7,000  to 


NOTICES 

Greenflre  Uranium  Corporation  in  con¬ 
sideration  for  the  transfer  of  certain 
unpatented  mining  lode  claims;  and  the 
offering  circular  failed  to  describe  these 
claims  as  required  by  Rule  219  (c)  (1). 

2.  Item  3  (a)  of  the  notification  and 
the  offering  circular  under  the  heading 
“Material  Transactions”  were  false  and 
misleading  in  representing  that  767,000 
shares  of  stock  had  been  issued  to  Earl 
E.  Fehr  as  part  payment  of  the  contract 
of  purchase  of  the  Whiskers  Draw  Claims 
and  the  North  Barker  Dome-Red  Mesa 
area  oil  and  gas  lease  rights  and  in  fail¬ 
ing  to  disclose  that  in  selling  such  prop¬ 
erties,  Fehr  was  acting  for  himself  and 
others  and  part  of  the  stock  issued  to 
him  was  accepted  for  others;  and  the 
offering  circular  was  also  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  in  failing  to  disclose  that  on  or 
about  January  3, 1956,  said  contract  was 
renegotiated  whereby  1,000,000  shares  of 
stock  of  the  issuer  were  acquired  instead 
of  the  767,000  shares. 

3.  Item  3  (b)  of  the  notification  and 
the  offering  circular  under  the  heading 
“Material  Transactions”  were  false  and 
misleading  in  representing  that  none  of 
the  3,310,000  shares  of  common  stock 
issued  to  officers  and  directors  of  the 
issuer  has  been  transferred  and  that  the 
stock  is  still  held  by  them  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  officers  and  directors  either 
sold  or  agreed  to  sell  a  portion  of  the 
shares  and  the  cash  received  was  re¬ 
mitted  to  the  issuer  in  payment  for  the 
cash  consideration  of  $8,000  which  the 
issuer  represented  had  already  been  paid 
by  the  officers  and  directors  as  part  con¬ 
sideration  for  the  issuance  of  the  shares. 

4.  The  offering  circular  was  mislead¬ 
ing  in  failing  to  disclose  under  “Use  of 
Proceeds”  and  in  the  financial  state¬ 
ments  included  therein  that  the  issuer 
may  have  incurred  a  contingent  liability 
under  section  12  of  the  Securities  Act  of 
1933,  as  amended,  in  connection  with  the 
foregoing;  and 

B.  The  offering  did  and  would  operate 
as  a  fraud  and  deceit  upon  the 
purchasers. 

HI.  It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  Rule 
223  (a)  of  the  general  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933, 
as  amended,  that  the  exemption  under 
Regulation  A  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  tem¬ 
porarily  suspended. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
having  any  interest  in  the  matter  may 
file  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission 
a  written  request  for  a  hearing;  that, 
within  20  days  after  receipt  of  such  re¬ 
quest,  the  Commission  will,  or  at  any 
time  upon  its  own  motion  may,  set  the 
matter  down  for  hearing  at  a  place  to 
be  designated  by  the  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  this  or¬ 
der  of  suspension  should  be  vacated  or 
made  permanent,  without  prejudice, 
however,  to  the  consideration  and  pres¬ 
entation  of  additional  matters  at  the 
hearing;  and  that  notice  of  the  time  and 
place  for  said  hearing  will  be  promptly 
given  by  the  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
and  notice  shall  be  served  upon  York 
Oil  and  Uranium  Company  and  Empire 
Securities  Corporation,  311  South  Main, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  personally  or  by 
registered  mail  or  by  confirmed  tele¬ 


graphic  notice,  and  shall  be  published  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4157;  Filed.  May  25,  1956; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[File  No.  812-1005] 

Scudder  Special  Fund,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  APPLICATION  FOR 
EXEMPTION 

May  21, 1956. 

Notice  is  herein  given  that  Scudder 
Special  Fund,  Inc.  (the  “Fund”) ,  a  Dela¬ 
ware  corporation  which  is  a  registered 
investment  company,  has  filed  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  section  6  (c)  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“act”) 
for  an  order  of  exemption  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  10  (b)  (2) ,  15  (a) ,  16 
(a) ,  and  32  (a)  (2)  of  the  act. 

The  application  states  that  the  Fund 
has  registered  under  the  act  as  an  open- 
end,  diversified,  management  investment 
company  with  an  authorized  capitaliza¬ 
tion  of  1,000,000  shares  of  capital  stock, 
$1  par  value,  none  of  which  is  outstand¬ 
ing.  The  Fund  has  not  issued  or  re¬ 
ceived  any  subscriptions  for  any  stock 
and  has  no  assets.  It  is  stated  that  the 
Fund  was  organized  by  the  investment 
counsel  firm  of  Scudder,  Stevens  &  Clark, 
the  proposed  investment  adviser  for  the 
Fund,  to  provide  a  vehicle  for  investors, 
primarily  clients,  partners  and  employees 
of  Scudder,  Stevens  &  Clark,  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  special  risks  with  the  basic  aim 
of  long-term  principal  growth. 

The  Fund  states  that  it  proposes  to 
make  a  continuous  public  offering  of 
300,000  shares  of  its  capital  stock  through 
a  single  principal  underwriter,  Scudder 
Fund  Distributor’s,  Inc.,  and  by  the  Fund 
directly.  The  offering  price  of  shares 
will  be  the  net  asset  value,  without  any 
sales  load,  with  the  offering  to  commence 
at  a  price  of  $10  per  share.  It  is  con¬ 
templated  that  ordinarily  subscriptions 
will  be  accepted  only  from  clients,  em¬ 
ployees  or  partners  of  Scudder,  Stevens  & 
Clark,  but  that  shares  will  be  freely 
transferable.  The  Fund  represents  that 
it  will  obtain  firm  agreements  and  pay¬ 
ments  from  not  more  than  25  responsible 
persons  for  the  purchase  of  shares  for  an 
aggregate  net  amount  equalling  at  least 
$100,000  prior  to  the  acceptance  of  any 
subscriptions  for  any  security  from  any 
other  persons  and  that  it  will  make  other 
provisions  as  part  of  the  public  offering 
to  assure  that  the  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  14  (a)  of  the  act  are  met. 

Prior  to  beginning  operation  as  an  in¬ 
vestment  company,  the  Fund  proposes  to 
enter  into  an  investment  advisory  con¬ 
tract  with  Scudder,  Stevens  &  Clark  and 
into  an  underwriting  agreement  with 
Scudder  Fund  Distributors,  Inc.  The 
fiscal  year  of  the  Fund  ends  September 
30  and  the  date  of  its  first  annual  meet¬ 
ing  of  stockholders  is  fixed  by  its  by-laws 
as  December  4,  1956.  Since  the  Fund 
will  have  no  stockholders  prior  to  the 
public  offering,  it  is  proposed  to  take 
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appropriate  stockholder  action  at  the 
first  annual  meeting  of  stockholders 
with  respect  to  an  investment  advisory 
contract,  the  selection  of  the  Fund’s  in¬ 
dependent  public  accountants,  and  the 
election  of  directors. 

The  Fund  requests  an  order  of  the 
Commission  under  section  6  (c)  of  the 
act  exempting  the  Fund  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  sections  15  (a),  16  (a), 
and  32  (a)  (2)  of  the  act  so  that  the 
Fund  may  operate  for  a  limited  period 
without  stockholder  approval  of  an  in¬ 
vestment  advisory  contract,  without 
stockholder  election  of  directors,  and 
without  stockholder  approval  of  the  se¬ 
lection  of  independent  public  account¬ 
ants,  as  required,  respectively,  by  those 
sections  of  the  act,  until  stockholder  ap¬ 
proval  can  be  obtained  with  respect  to 
these  matters  at  the  first  annual  meeting 
of  stockholders  scheduled  to  be  held  De¬ 
cember  4,  1956. 

The  underwriting  agreement  between 
the  Fund  and  Scudder  Fund  Distributors, 
Inc.,  will  provide  in  substance  that  no 
sales  load  will  be  charged  in  connection 
with  the  distribution  of  the  Fund’s 
shares.  The  Fund  states  that  it  will 
meet  the  requirements  of  section  10  (d) 
of  the  act  in  this  and  other  respects  and 
accordingly,  as  permitted  by  that  sec¬ 
tion,  all  the  members  of  its  board  of 
directors  except  one  may  be  officers  or 
employees  of  the  Fund  or  affiliated  per¬ 
sons  of  its  investment  adviser. 

Scudder  Fund  Distributors,  Inc.,  is 
wholly  owned  by  Scudder,  Stevens  & 
Clark,  the  proposed  investment  adviser. 
It  is  stated  that  all  the  members  of  the 
Fund’s-  board  of  directors,  except  one, 
will  also  be  affiliated  persons  of  Scudder 
Fund  Distributors,  Inc.,  either  by  reason 
Of  the  stock  ownership  of  the  latter  by 
Scudder,  Stevens  &  Clark  or  by  reason 
of  their  being  officers,  directors  or  em¬ 
ployees  of  Scudder  Fund  Distributors, 
Inc.  The  application  states  that  the  sale 
of  the  Fund’s  shares  without  a  sales  load 
will  be  made  possible  by  the  fact  that 
Scudder  Fund  Distributors,  Inc.,  as  a 
wholly  owned  subsidiary  of  Scudder, 
Stevens  &  Clark,  will  absorb  the  cost  of 
distribution.  The  application  also  re¬ 
quests  an  exemption  pursuant  to  section 
6  (c)  of  the  act  from  the  requirement  of 
section  10  (b)  (2)  that  a  majority  of  the 
Fund’s  board  of  directors  consist  of  per¬ 
sons  who  are  not  affiliated  with  the 
principal  underwriter. 

Section  6  (c)  of  the  act  provides  that 
the  Commission,  by  order  upon  appli¬ 
cation,  may  conditionally  or  uncondi¬ 
tionally  exempt  any  transaction  from 
any  provision  of  the  act  if  and  to  the 
extent  such  exemption  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  and  the  purposes  fairly  intended 
by  the  policy  and  provisions  of  the  act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  June 
4.  1956,  at  5:30  p.  m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  any  facts  bearing 
upon  the  desirability  of  a  hearing  on  the 
matter  and  may  request  that  a  hearing 
be  held,  such  request  stating  the  nature 
of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  re¬ 
quest  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law 
proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may 
request  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Com¬ 


mission  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  communication  or  request 
should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.  C.  At  any  time  after  said 
date,  the  application  may  be  granted  as 
provided  in  Rule  N-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4155;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:48  a.  m.j 


Harold  S.  Bennett 

order  for  proceedings  and  notice  of 

HEARING 

May  22, 1956. 

In  the  matter  of  Harold  S.  Bennett, 
a  sole  proprietor,  Keyser  Building,  Balti¬ 
more  2,  Md. 

I.  The  Commission’s  public  official 
files  disclose  that  Harold  S.  Bennett,  a 
sole  proprietor,  hereinafter  referred  to 
as  registrant,  is  registered  as  a  broker- 
dealer  pursuant  to  section  15  (b)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  and  is 
a  member  of  the  National  Association  of 
Securities  Dealers,  Inc.,  a  national  se¬ 
curities  association,  registered  pursuant 
to  section  15A  of  said  act. 

II.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  filed  with  the  Commission  a 
statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  of  his  financial  condition 
during  the  calendar  years  1951,  1952, 
1954,  1955,  as  required  by  section  17  (a) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted  thereunder. 

III.  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  Paragraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated 
section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems  it 
necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  for  the  protection  of  inves¬ 
tors  that  proceedings  be  instituted  to 
determine : 

(a)  whether  the  statement  referred  to 
in  Paragraph  II  hereof  is  true; 

(b)  whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section; 

(c)  whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to  revoke 
registration  of  registrant; 

(d)  whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  pending  final  determination,  it  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  for  the  protection  of  investors 
to  suspend  the  registration  of  registrant; 
and 

(e)  whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 A 
(Z)  (2)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  necessary  or  appropriate  in 


1  Filed  as  part  of  original  document. 


the  public  interest  or  for  the  protection 
of  investors  or  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  said  section,  to  suspend  for  a  period 
not  to  exceed  twelve  (12)  months  or  to 
expel  registrant  from  membership  in  the 
National  Association  of  Securities  Deal¬ 
ers,  Inc. 

V.  It  is  ordered.  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  paragraph  IV  hereof  at  10  a.  m. 
on  the  25th  day  of  June  1956,  at  the  main 
office  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  located  at  425  Second  Street 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  before  a 
Hearing  Examiner  to  be  designated  by 
the  Commission.  At  such  time  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Room  Clerk  in  Room  193,  North 
Building,  will  advise  the  parties  and  the 
Hearing  Examiner  as  to  the  room  in 
which  such  hearing  will  be  held.  The 
Commission  will  consider  any  motion 
with  respect  to  a  change  of  place  of  said 
hearing  if  said  motion  is  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  or  before 
June  11,  1956.  Upon  completion  of  any 
such  hearing  in  this  matter  the  Hearing 
Examiner  shall  prepare  a  recommended 
decision  pursuant  to  Rule  IX  of  the  rules 
of  practice  unless  such  decision  is  waived. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the  event 
registrant  does  not  appear  personally  or 
through  a  representative  at  the  time  and 
place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise  ordered, 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall  file  with 
the  Records  Officer  of  the  Commission 
a  written  statement  to  that  effect  and 
thereupon  the  Commission  will  take  the 
record  under  advisement  for  decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  not  later  than  fifteen  (15) 
days  prior  to  June  25, 1956. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making’’  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  section  delaying  the  effective  date  of 
any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4158;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


Smith,  Heck  Development  Co. 

ORDER  FOR  PROCEEDINGS  AND  NOTICE  OF 
HEARING 

At  a  regular  session  of  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  held  at  its 
office  in  the  city  of  Washington,  D.  C., 
on  the  22d  day  of  May  1956. 

In  the  matter  of  Smith,  Heck  Develop¬ 
ment  Company,  Allegheny  River  at  Bull 
Creek,  Tarentum,  Pa. 

I.  The  Commission’s  public  official 
files  disclose  that  Smith-Heck  Develop¬ 
ment  Company,  a  Pennsylvania  corpora- 
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tion,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  registrant, 
is  registered  as  a  broker-dealer  pursuant 
to  section  15  (b)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934. 

II.  The  Records  Officer  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  filed  with  the  Commission  a 
statement,  a  copy  of  which  is  attached 
hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof,1  stating 
that  registrant  did  not  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  reports  of  his  financial  condi¬ 
tion  during  the  calendar  years  1954, 1955, 
as  required  by  section  17  (a)  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
X-17A-5  adopted  thereunder. 

.  HX  The  information  reported  to  the 
Commission  by  its  Records  Officer  as  set 
forth  in  Paragraph  II  hereof  tends,  if 
•  true,  to  show  that  registrant  violated 
section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5  adopted 
under  said  section. 

IV.  The  Commission,  having  consid¬ 
ered  the  aforesaid  information,  deems  it 
necessary  and  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  and  for  the  protection  of  inves¬ 
tors  that  proceedings  be  instituted  to 
determine: 

(a)  Whether  the  statement  referred 
to  in  Paragraph  n  hereof  is  true; 

(b)  Whether  registrant  has  wilfully 
violated  section  17  (a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule  X-17A-5 
adopted  under  said  section; 

(c)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  it  is  in  the  public  Interest  to  revoke 
registration  of  registrant;  and 

(d)  Whether,  pursuant  to  section  15 
(b)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  pending  final  determination,  it  is 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
Interest  or  for  the  protection  of  inves¬ 
tors  to  suspend  the  registration  of  regis¬ 
trant. 

V.  It  is  ordered,  That  registrant  be 
given  an  opportunity  for  hearing  as  set 
forth  in  Paragraph  IV  hereof  on  the  25th 
day  of  June  1956,  at  10:00  a.  m.  at  the 
main  office  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  located  at  425  Sec¬ 
ond  Street  NW.,  Washington  25,  D.  C., 
before  a  Hearing  Examiner  to  be  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission.  On  such  date 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  in  Room  193, 
North  Building,  will  advise  the  parties 
and  the  Hearing  Examiner  as  to  the  room 
in  which  such  hearing  will  be  held.  The 
Commission  will  consider  any  motion 
with  respect  to  a  change  of  place  of  said 
hearing  if  said  motion  is  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission  on  or  be¬ 
fore  June  11,  1956.  Upon  completion 
of  any  such  hearing  in  this  matter  the 
Hearing  Examiner  shall  prepare  a  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  pursuant  to  Rule  IX 
of  the  Rules  of  Practice  unless  such  de¬ 
cision  is  waived. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  in  the  event 
registrant  does  not  appear  personally  or 
through  a  representative  at  the  time  and 
place  herein  set  or  as  otherwise  ordered, 
the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  shall  file  with 
the  Records  Officer  of  the  Commission 
a  written  statement  to  that  effect  and 
thereupon  the  Commission  will  take  the 
reoord  under  advisement  for  decision. 

This  order  and  notice  shall  be  served 
on  registrant  personally  or  by  registered 
mail  forthwith,  and  published  in  the 


1  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


Federal  Register  not  later  than  fifteen 
(15)  days  prior  to  June  25, 1956. 

In  the  absence  of  an  appropriate 
waiver,  no  officer  or  employee  of  the 
Commission  engaged  in  the  performance 
of  investigative  or  prosecuting  functions 
in  this  or  any  factually  related  proceed¬ 
ing  will  be  permitted  to  participate  or 
advise  in  the  decision  upon  the  matter 
except  as  witness  or  counsel  in  proceed¬ 
ings  held  pursuant  to  notice.  Since  this 
proceeding  is  not  “rule  making”  within 
the  meaning  of  section  4  (c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act,  it  is  not 
deemed  to  be  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  the  section  delaying  the  effective  date 
of  any  final  Commission  action. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4156;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

(Declaration  of  Disaster  Area  100] 
Michigan 


DECLARATION  OF  DISASTER  AREA 

Whereas  it  has  been  reported  that  on 
or  about  May  11,  1956,  because  of  dis¬ 
astrous  effects  of  floods,  damage  resulted 
to  residences  and  business  property  lo¬ 
cated  in  certain  areas  in  the  State  of 
Michigan;  and 

Whereas  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  has  investigated  and  has  re¬ 
ceived  other  reports  of  investigations  of 
conditions  in  the  areas  affected;  and 

Whereas  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that 
the  conditions  in  such  areas  constitute 
a  catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended: 

Now,  therefore,  as  Administrator  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  under 
the  provisions  of  section  207  (b)  (1)  of 
the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as 
amended,  may  be  received  and  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Office  below  indicated  from 
persons  or  firms  whose  property  situated 
in  the  following  counties  (including  any 
areas  adjacent  to  the  counties  named) 
suffered  damage  or  other  destruction 
as  a  result  of  the  catastrophe  above 
referred  to: 

Counties  of:  Ionia,  Kent,  Ottawa. 

Small  Business  Administration  Regional 
Office.  U.  S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse, 
Rooms  618,  620,  622,  231  West  Lafayette 
Boulevard,  Detroit  26,  Michigan. 

2.  A  special  field  office  to  receive  and 
process  such  applications  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  at  4163  Lake  Michigan  Drive 
(Standale),  Grand  Rapids,  Michigan. 

3.  Applications  for  disaster  loans 
under  the  authority  of  this  Declaration 
wil  not  be  accepted  after  November  30, 
1956. 

Dated:  May  11,1956. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 

Administrator. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  56-4178;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Area  101] 
Michigan 

DECLARATION  OF  DISASTER  AREA 

Whereas  it  has  been  reported  that  on 
or  about  May  13,  1956,  because  of  the 
disastrous  effects  of  floods  and  tornadoes, 
damage  resulted  to  residences  and  busi¬ 
ness  property  located  in  certain  areas  in 
the  State  of  Michigan;  and 

Whereas  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  investigated  and  has  received 
other  reports  of  investigations  of  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  areas  affected;  and 

Whereas  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that  the 
conditions  in  such  areas  constitute  a 
catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended ; 

Now,  therefore,  as  Administrator  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  207  (b)  (1) 
of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as 
amended,  may  be  received  and  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Office  below  indicated  from 
persons  or  firms  whose  property  situated 
in  the  following  counties  (including  any 
areas  adjacent  to  the  counties  below 
named)  suffered  damage  or  other  de¬ 
struction  as  a  result  of  the  catastrophe 
above  referred  to: 

Counties  of :  Genesee,  Livingston,  Oakland, 
Saginaw,  Wayne. 

Small  Business  Administration  Regional 
Office,  U.  S.  Post  Office  and  Courthouse, 
Rooms  618,  620,  622,  231  West  Lafayette 
Boulevard,  Detroit  26,  Michigan. 

2.  A  special  field  office  to  receive  and 
process  such  applications  has  been  estab¬ 
lished  at  423%  Detroit  Street,  Flint, 
Michigan. 

3.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  authority  of  this  Declaration 
will  not  be  accepted  subsequent  to  No¬ 
vember  30,  1956. 

Dated:  May  14, 1956. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 
Administrator. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  56-4179;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Area  102] 

Ohio 

DECLARATION  OF  DISASTER  AREA 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that  on 
or  about  May  13,  1956,  because  of  the 
disastrous  effects  of  tornadoes  damage 
resulted  to  residences  and  business  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  certain  areas  in  the  State 
of  Ohio;  and 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Admin¬ 
istration  has  investigated  and  has  re¬ 
ceived  other  reports  of  investigation  of 
conditions  in  the  areas  affected;  and 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that  the 
conditions  in  such  areas  constitute  a 
catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as  amended: 

Now,  therefore,  as  Administrator  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  determine  that: 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  207  (b)  (1) 
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of  the  Small  Business  Act  of  1953,  as 
amended,  may  be  received  and  considered 
by  the 'Office  below  indicated  from  per¬ 
sons  or  firms  whose  property  situated  in 
the  following  counties  (including  any 
areas  adjacent  to  the  counties  below 
named)  suffered  damage  or  other  de¬ 
struction  as  a  result  of  the  catastrophe 
above  referred  to: 

Counties  of:  Portage,  Cuyahoga. 

Small  Business  Administration  Regional 
Office,  Federal  Reserve  Bank  Building,  Fourth 
Floor,  713  Superior  Avenue,  Cleveland  1,  Ohio. 

2.  No  special  field  office  will  be  estab¬ 
lished  at  this  time. 

3.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  un¬ 
der  the  authority  of  this  Declaration  will 
not  be  accepted  subsequent  to  November 
30,  1956. 

Dated  May  15,  1956. 

Wendell  B.  Barnes, 

Administrator. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  56-4180;  Filed,  May  25.  1956; 

8:51  a.  m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Michael  Gill 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  hereof,  the 
following  property,  subject  to  any  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  resulting  from  the  ad¬ 
ministration  thereof  prior  to  return,  and 
after  adequate  provision  for  taxes  and 
conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Michael  Gill,  No.  9  F.  B.  Cottages,  Greve 
d’Azette,  St.  Clements,  Jersey,  Channel 
Islands,  Ireland;  $44.69  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States.  Claim  No.  6887. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17,  1956. 

For  the  Attorfiey  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4168;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:50  a  .m.] 


Gaston  Muller 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  hereof,  the 
following  property,  subject  to  any  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  resulting  from  the 
administration  thereof  prior  to  return, 
and  after  adequate  provision  for  taxes 
and  conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Gaston  Muller,  Lomas  de  Chapultepec, 
Mexico,  D.  F.;  $7,109.28  in  the  Treasury  of 

No.  103 - 4 


the  United  States;  Claim  No.  60167,  Vesting 
Order  No.  18053. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4169;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


Leo  Robinsohn 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  there¬ 
of  prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate 
provision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Leo  Robinsohn,  Paris,  France;  thirty-two 
(32)  German  Reich  Coupons  detached  from 
German  External  Loan  7%  Gold  Bonds  dated 
October  15,  1924,  due  October  15,  1949,  num¬ 
bered  C— 012746,  012748,  012749,  012750, 

012752,  012753,  012754  and  012756,  each  cou¬ 
pon  having  a  face  value  of  $35.00,  in  bearer 
form,  having  become  due  10/15/39;  4/15/40; 
10/15/40  and  4/15/41,  -which  coupons  are 
presently  in  the  custody  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  New  York;  Claim  No.  42928; 
Vesting  Order  No.  8567. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4170;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 

8:50  a.  m.] 


Berta  Schneider 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention 
to  return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Berta  Schneider,  Ebensee.  Austria;  $800  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States;  Claim  No. 
62301,  Vesting  Order  No.  11212. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4171;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


George  Tanaka 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserv¬ 
atory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

George  Tanaka,  Hyogo-ken,  Japan; 
$2,704.78  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States;  Claim  No.  62624,  Vesting  Order  No. 
18853. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal  ]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4172;  Filed,  May  25.  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


State  of  the  Netherlands  for  Benefit 

of  Emmy  Starink-Wijnbergen  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration  thereof 
prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate  pro¬ 
vision  for  taxes  and  conservatory  ex¬ 
penses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

The  State  of  the  Netherlands  for  the 
benefit  of  (all  right,  title  and  interest  of 
the  Attorney  General  acquired  pursuant  to 
Vesting  Order  No.  18521  (16  F.  R.  10097, 
October  3, 1951)  in  and  to) : 

Emmy  Starink-Wijnbergen,  L.  S.  Claim  No. 
125;  Southern  Pacific  Company  4/49  Bond 
No.  15281,  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

Curt  Isaacson  Lawson,  Use  Cohen  (Mrs. 
James  Samuel  Clarcke)  and  Franz  Heinrich 
Behrend.  L.  S.  Claim  No.  206;  Atchison,  To¬ 
peka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company  4/95 
Bond  No.  106973,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000. 

Elisabeth  and  Arthur  Heimans,  L.  S.  Claim 
No.  207;  Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  5/50  Bond  No.  18603,  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $1,000. 

Diena  Hertzberger  and  Betsy  Hedeman 
Joosten,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  213;  Cities  Service 
Company  5/66  Debenture  No.  2283,  in  the 
principal  amount  of  $500. 

Flora  Alice  Hirschberg,  and  Wolfgang,  Lili 
Ruth  and  Hannah  Wagner;  L.  S.  Claim  No. 
320;  Long  Island  Railroad  Company  4/49 
Bond  No.  682,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$500. 

Netherlands  Embassy,  Office  of  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Counselor,  25  Broadway,  New  York  4.  New 
York. 
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Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myrow, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  66-4173;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


State  of  the  Netherlands  for  Benefit  of 
Dr.  H.  D.  de  Haas  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  in¬ 
tention  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  hereof,  the 
following  property,  subject  to  any  in¬ 
crease  or  decrease  resulting  from  the 
administration  thereof  prior  to  return, 
and  after  adequate  provision  for  taxes 
and  conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant ,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

The  State  of  the  Netherlands  for  the  ben¬ 
efit  of  (all  right,  title  and  interest  of  the 
Attorney  General  acquired  pursuant  to  Vest¬ 
ing  Order  No.  18521  (16  F.  R.  10097,  October 
3, 1951)  in  and  to) : 

Dr.  H.  D.  de  Haas,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  205;  Cities 
Service  Company  5/69  Debenture  No.  32933, 
in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,0C0. 

Karel  Hijmans,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  208; 
Southern  Pacific  Company-San  Francisco 
Terminal  4/50  Bond  No.  887,  in  the  principal 


amount  of  $600;  and  Kansas  City  Southern 
Railway  Company  5/60  Bond  No.  7951,  in  the 
principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

Marcus  Louis  Jacobs,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  210; 
Atchison,  Topeka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  4/95  Bond  No.  112367,  in  the  principal 
amount  of  $1,000. 

Emma  Lievenboom,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  212; 
Cities  Service  Company  5/58  Debenture  No. 
38570,  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

Coenraad  Polak,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  216;  South¬ 
ern  Pacific  Company  4/49  Bond  No.  21410,  in 
the  principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

Netherlands  Embassy,  Office  of  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Counselor,  25  Broadway,  New  York  4, 
New  York. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17,  1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  56-4174;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:50  a.  m.] 


State  of  the  Netherlands  for  Benefit 
of  Sabine,  Lily,  Willy,  and  Jouno 
Birnbaum 

notice  of  intention  to  return  vested 
property 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 


quate  provision  for  te.xes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses; 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

The  State  of  the  Netherlands  for  the  ben¬ 
efit  of  (all  right,  title  and  interest  of  the 
Attorney  General  acquired  pursuant  to  Vest¬ 
ing  Order  No.  18521  (16  F.  R.  10097,  October 
3,  1951)  in  and  to) : 

Sabine,  Lily,  Willy,  and  Jouno  Birnbaum, 
L.  S.  Claim  No.  191;  Southern  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Company  4/55  Bond  No.  2470,  in  the 
principal  amount  of  $500. 

A.  Bosman  and  Clare,  Sam  and  Betty  de 
Vries,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  193;  Cities  Service  Com¬ 
pany  5/58  Debenture  No.  38233,  in  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $1,000. 

Mrs.  H.  Denekamp  and  Mrs.  A.  W.  J.  En- 
thoven,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  197;  Atchison,  To¬ 
peka  and  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company  4/95 
Bond  No.  67184,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000. 

Hugo  David  Elias,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  199; 
Southern  Pacific  Company-San  Francisco 
Terminal  4/50  Bond  No.  11913,  in  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $500. 

Philippina  and  Selina  Franken  and  Anto- 
netta  Van  Der  Zanden,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  202; 
.Central  Pacific  Railway  Company  4/49  Bond 
No.  20904,  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000; 
and  Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Company 
3/50  Bond  No.  9516,  in  the  principal  amount 
of  $1,000. 

Netherlands  Embassy,  Office  of  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Counselor,  25  Broadway,  New  York  4, 
New  York. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  17, 1956. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 

'  Office  of  Alien  Property. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  66-4175;  Filed,  May  25,  1956; 
8:51  a.  m.J 


